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The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 


| Premium | Age | | Premium | 
mi ie%,| 40 | #2 10%), 





Age | Premium 
20 | £17 8°, 


Age | 
30 


£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last results. 
Valuation at 2} p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 


—— 


Duration _ 





10 yrs. | 20 yrs. | 30 yrs. | 40 yrs. 


giio9 | 21,498 | £1,724 | £2,067 








| Amount of Policy 








Next Bonus as at 31st December, 1901. 





OFFICES: 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 





VOL. XLL, No. 41. 
The Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter. 


LONDON, AUGUST 7, 1897. 





*,* The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept ot all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JouRNAL. 





Contents. 

New Orpens, &c. ... 
Tur Exp or ras Laxp Transrer Cox- 
TROVERSY .. eet 
DaMaGEs ror ;"Iaeeacn o Cowenaors 

vor Sas or Reat Estates 
Reviews . 
ConResPonDENCE 








steereeees 











Cases Reported this Week. 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 
WE rvusisu elsewhere the vacation notice, which is in the 
usual form. It will be seen that Mr. Justice Romer’s chambers 
are to be the vacation chambers. 





THERE was a meeting of the Rule Committee on Wednesday, 
when they had under consideration the new County Court Rules 
which have been substituted for those framed in Maich last, 
but which were annulled shortly afterwards. 





We print in another column the mme of the annual 
rovincial meeting of the Law Society, which is to 
oak at Sheffield on the 6th and 7th of October next. We 
lad to observe an indication of intention that the number 

al ength of the papers to be read shall be diminished. It is 


most desirable that fuller time should be allowed for discussion. 





Tue arrest in India of several inent natives of good 
position and education has naturally attracted considerable 
08 to the offences pay od Mpeg them. Most of those 
who have been arrested are of wing ov seditious words 

Government. 


Tehees sgt ts 
The charges are apparentl ome under section ne the 
Indian Penal Code, wiih canals that, “Whoever by words, 
either spoken or intended to be read, or by signs, or by 
representation or otherwise excites, or to excite, 
of disaffection to the Government by law in 
imprisonment or transporta» 
the most moderate 
laws or administration 
Such 
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affection. Therefore the making of comments on the measures 
of the Government, with the intention of exciting only this 
— of disapprobation, is not an offence within this clause.” 
is brings the law of India into harmony with the law of Eng- 
land as it is nowadays understood, that no words are to be con- 
sidered seditious unless some intention accompanies them to 
incite to acts of violence or to disturb the peace of the realm. 





In tHE casE of Robinson v. Robinson at the Liverpool Assizes, 
Kennepy, J., has held that a married woman who has obtained 
an order for judicial separation can maintain an action against 
her husband for libel. At common law a wife is quite disabled 
from suing her husband, the fiction that husband .and wife are 

e m making such a suit impossible (Phillips v. Barnet, 1 
Q. B. D. 436), and for the present pur the Married Women’s 
Property Act, 1882, does not a ws any assistance. Under 
section 1 (2) a married woman is capable of suing or being 
sued, either in contract or in tort, in all respects as if she were 
a feme sole; but any possibility of this enactment conferring 
power to sue the husband in tort is taken away by section 12 
which, while giving a married woman the same civil remedies 
against all persons, including her husband, for the protection 
and security of her own separate property, as if such property 
belonged to her as a feme sole, expressly provides that, ‘‘ except 
as aforesaid, no husband or wife shall - entitled to sue the 
other for a tort.” It follows, therefore, that, so long as the 
marriage relation continues in its normal state, the wife is pro- 
tected against her husband in respect of her property, but she is 
not protected in respect of her reputation or of her personal 
a For the case of judicial separation, however, it is pro- 
vided by section 26 of the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857 
(20 & 21 Vict. c. 85), that the wife shall, whilst separated, ‘‘ be 
considered as a feme sole for the purposes of contract, and wrongs 
and injuries, and suing or being sued in any civil proceeding ” ; 
and, although the section does not, like section 12 of the 
Married Women’s Property Act, expressly extend this to a suit 
against the husband, yet there seems to be no good ground why 
it should not be construed in this sense. Hence Kennepy, J., 
in the above case, where the wife had got under the Summary 
Jurisdiction (Married Women) Act, 1895, an order which had 


the effect of a decree for separation, held that the wife’s action | p 


for libel against her husband was maintainable. What the 
wife really required was not damages, but an injunction against 
the repetition of the libel, and an injunction accordingly was 
— Under the circumstances it would have been a great 

ip had that remedy not been available. But there may 
be circumstances equally strong in which an order for judicial 
separation has not been made, and then there will be no way of 
curing the defect in the Married Women’s Property Act. 





Tue case of Zreeby v. Hatton, which was decided last week by 
@ Divisional Court, lays down what appears to be without doubt 
good law, but at the same time it reveals an almost ludicrous 
state of things. The appellant was riding a bicycle at night 
without a light, and was called upon by a constable to stop. ite 
did not stop, and the constable, in order to obtain his name and 
address, caught hold of the machine and caused the rider to fall 
off. The question for the court was whether, under such cir- 
cumstances, the constable was guilty of an assault upon the 
t. The court decided that he was guilty of an assault, 
as the law gave him no authority whatever to arrest or detain 
& person riding without a light, although so riding durin 
¢ertain hours is a punishable offence. Section 85 of the 
Government Act, 1888, declares bicycles to be carriages within 
“oadeone ome | of the Highway Acts. Accordingly, a bicyclist may 
be punished for a number of offences set out in section 78 of the 
Highway Act, 1835, the most im t being that of riding at 
excessive speed. Section 79 of the same Act provides that in 
case of offences “committed against this Act” by persons whose 
names are unknown, any person witnessing the commission of 
the offence may “‘seize and detain such unknown person.” 


Now, driving without a light is no offence under any of the 


for a person to ride a bicycle during certain hours without a 
light, and the person guilty of such offence may be fined forty 
shillings on summary conviction. The last-mentioned Aot, 


however, contains no sort of authority to an n to stop 
or arrest an offender such as is contained in the Act of 


1835 in the case of offenders against that Act. At com- 
mon law a constable can only arrest without a warrant in 


order to prevent a breach of the peace, or on reasonable 





all other cases a constable can arrest only under authority given 
him by statute, and if he arrests a person without authority, he 
is clearly a of an assault. As no authority so to do exists, 
it is therefore i to arrest or stop a bicyclist who is riding 
without a light. is state of things seems due to an omission 
of any such authority by mistake from the Act of 1888. Such 
omission practically renders useless the provisions of the Act 
with regard to the ing of lights and the ringing of bells by 
bicyclists. Of course if a policeman sees a man whom he knows, 
and whom he can follow and identify, riding without a light, he 
may take out a summons against him. This, however, can only 
be possible in very few cases, and it is certain that if the 
constable has no autharity to —- the rider, the latter will in 
most cases refuse to obey any to stop, and will ride away 
and be no more seen. 


suspicion that the person arreeted has committed a felony. In 





Orprnarity there is no doubt that the parties to an action 
may settle the action behind the backs of their solicitors. They 
do no more than exercise the usual right of a principal to take 
his business out of the hands of his agent and act directly on his 
own account. But as the result of such a compromise will very 
probably be to deprive the solicitors, or one of them, of the 
chance of obtaining payment of their costs up to the settlement, 
the court will interfere where the justice of the requires it 
and “pro @ solicitors. Upon any sum that may be p 
over in settlement the solicitor for the recipient has a lien for 
his costs, and where the party paying has received notice of the 
lien, the court will consider that there is a case for interference. 
So, too, where the ies at the time they effect the settlement 
intend thereby to deprive the solicitor of the chance of getting 
aid. ‘There is no rule,” said Linpizy, L.J., in The Hope 
(L. R. 8 P. D. 144), ‘‘ that the parties may not compromise an 
action without the intervention of their solicitors ; they must, 
however, do so honestly, and not cheat the solicitors of their 

roper charges.” In that case, which was an Admiralty action 
for wages, & compromise was effected by payment to each of the 
plaintiffs—the sailors—of a sum in di of the claim and 
costs, but they left the country without paying their solicitors. 
The solicitors, it was held, had no remedy against the defen- 
dants, for no notice of lien had been given, and in the absence 
of evidence of an intention on the part of the sailors to defraud 
the solicitors, it could not be that they were cheats: 
The solicitor was more successful in Price v. Crouch (35 Soxsot- 
tors’ JourNAL 620), where it was held to be sufficient to shew 
that the intention of the parties on the settlement was to deprive 
the solicitor of his costs, and the same result has followed in the 
recent case of Re Margetson (ante, p. 625) before Kuxewion, J. 
The plaintiff in an action effected a settlement with the defen- 
dant under which they received £25 towards the coste of the 

roceedings. They were in necessitous circumstances, and it 
ieee not seem to have been contemplated by the defendant that 
the sum would actually reach the solicitor, and in fact it did 
not. Kerxewicn, J., held that there was an intention to deprive 
the solicitor of his costs, and he made an order for taxation of 
the costs and payment by the defendant. 





+, 


In Smith v. Richmond, Surveyor of Taxes, the Divisional Court 
(Coxtins and Rrozey, JJ., the latter dissenting but withdraw- 
ing his judgment) have decided that market-gardens which are 
covered with glasshouses are entitled to the relief in favour of 
agricultural land given by the Agricultural Rates Act, 1896 (59 
& 60 Vict. c. 16). Under section 1 the occupier of agri 





Acts, and so section 79 — 7 authority to seize 
person for such offence. It is, however, 


land is liable, in the case of every rate to which the Act applies, 
to pay one-half only of the rate payable in respect of buildings 
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and other hereditaments; and by section 9 the 

“ agricultural land” is defined so as to include market-gardens 
and nursery grounds. Special provision has already been made 
for property of this kind by the Public Health Act, 1875, which 
provides by section 211, sub-section 1 (5) that “The occupier of 
any land usedas . . market-gardens or nursery grounds 


ce) be assessed in of Come & Ce eae 
tion of one-fourth part only of the net annual value thereof” ; 


and under this enactment the case of land ied by a 
market-gardener and practically covered with if ouses, 
was considered in Purser v. Local Board of Worthing (18 


Q. B. D. 818), it being held that the land with the glass- 
houses upon it constituted a market-garden within the mean- 
ing of the Act, and that the occupier was liable to be rated 
in the proportion of one-fourth part 6nly of the annual value 
of the property. The whole of the land, said Lord 
M.R., was used by the occupier as a market-garden for the 
of growing fruits and vegetables for sale; and the 
2 was not the less used as a market-garden because the glass- 
houses had been placed upon it. Apparently the same reason- 
ing applies to the Act of 1896, and the Legi in expressly 
including market-gardens under “‘ agricultural land” have en- 
titled them to relief under that Act whether they are covered 
with glasshouses or not. It is true that the Act draws a dis- 
tinction between land and buildi and under section 5 the 
distinction is applied even to buildings used only for the culti- 
vation of agricultural land. Such buildings are not entitled to 
relief, although a special provision is made with respect to the 
mode of assessing them. But, as Coins, J., observed, when 
the glasshouses have once been classed as agricultural land by 
virtue of the definition clause and the authority of Purser v. 
Local Board of Worthing, they are removed from the category of 
buildings, and the distinction in question does not affect them. 





Unper section 37 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, all debts and 
liabilities, whether present or future, and whether certain or 
contingent, to which the debtor is subject at the date of the 
receiving order are provable in bankruptcy, unless, in the 
opinion of the court, the value of the debt or liability is in- 
— of being fairly estimated, and in the absence of an 
order stating such opinion, the bankruptcy will operate as a dis- 
charge. And the provision extends even to so uncertain a 
matter as the future and contingent liability of the — ofa 
lease on a covenant to indemnify the lessee (Hardy v. Fothergill, 
87 W. R. 177, 18 App. Oas. 851). Am exception to the 
generality of the rule was established, however, by the Oourt 
of Appeal in Linton v. Linton (88 W. R. 714, 15 Q. B. D. 289), 
and it was held that future weekly or monthly payments of 
alimony payable by a husband to his wife under an order of 
the Divorce Court upon a decree of judicial separation are not 
capable of valuation and are not a debt or liability within 
the meaning of section 37. They cannot, therefore, be 
proved in the bankruptcy of the husband, and he is, not- 
withstanding the bankruptcy, liable to,continue the payments. 
that they were payments intended 
to be made, not out of his property, but out of his personal 
earnings, and out of such earnings he was as well able 
to pay the alimony after his bankruptcy as before. Moreover 
the payments can be suspended or modified by the court, 


wife resuming cohabitation. In Re Hawkins (42 W. R. 202) it 
was held that the same rule applied to arrears accrued due after 
the receiving order, notwithstanding that they had become 
thus an ascertained sum, and in the recent case of Kerr v. Kerr 
(ante, p. 679), this has been extended to arrears due at the date 
of the receiving order, and also to the case of payments by way 
of maintenance due from a husband-to his divorced wife, as 
well as payments of alimony upon a judicial separation. There 


resumption of cohabitation, but otherwise the cases are the 
same. All lg irige of this nature are, therefore, outside the 
y 


Bankruptcy Act, and the_husb not, by taking bank-| 
ruptcy proceedings, get BoE RG abi eth wie 


ee 








Partnership Act, 1890, in Re’ Fort, Ex parte 
Chik wo conaeniad recily (ont. 658), and 
ppeal (Lord Esner, M.R., A. L. Sure 
L.JJ.) have now reversed the decision of the Divisional 
NE geome Wiss and Waicxt, JJ.). 
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ts of a business does not by itself 
cinaen, and in gualledien 0s 
of loan to a person engaged . . . in any business 
tract with that person that the lender shall receive . . 
share of the profits arising from carrying on the business, 
not of itself make the lender a with the person 
on the business or liable as 
in writing, and signed by oron behalf of all the parties thereto.” 
Then section 8 goes on to that 
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tract in writing. Consequently section 3 
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THE END OF THE LAND TRANSFER CONTROVERSY. 
Tuanxs to the spirited and admirably-conducted opposition of 
the Yorkshire solicitors, the long conflict with the i 
Office has been oe to a satisfactory conclusion. 
(the Yorkshire people use a stronger word) by the Council of 
the eee caus — public-spi —- 

the profession have brought about a compromise on the very 
Sans ohih, ever since the surrender of the In ted Law 
Society, we have urged, whereby the trial of the 

registry of title will become a trial ; the area on which it is 
to be first tried being fixed, and good security being taken 
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would have been wiser, or at any rate in better taste, if 
the Council, refusing to support their brethren in obtaining 
a rational solution, had taken no action, especially consider- 
ing how very likely their motives were to be misconstrued. 
In the very same notice-paper of the House of Commons 
which contained the amendments to the recommitted Land 
Transfer Bill, there also appeared the following resolution to 
be moved in Committee of Supply: “That a supplementary 
sum, not exceeding £2,500, be granted to her Majesty to defray 
the which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1898, for certain miscel- 
laneous legal expenses, including a grant in aid of the expenses 
of the ated Law Society.” 
The leading amendments to the Bill secured by the York- 
shire solicitors are not yet obtainable ‘in print, but their effect, 
with the effect of the pledge given by the a 
General, as stated by Sir H. H. Fowzzn, and assented to by 
Batrovr, is that, in the first instance, the Lord Chancellor may 
select any county he thinks proper, but the con to be selected 
is to be the Administrative County of London, excluding the City. 
The Lord Chancellor may give notice to the County Council of 
London, and they will have the option, within three months, of 
determining whether or not they will have this compulsion. If 
they say they will not, then the Lord Chancellor will have to select 
some other county on which to try the experiment; but assum- 
ing that they do accept it, and assuming the Act to be put in 
force in London, then no further order is to be made under the 
Act for three years. Then, at the expiration of three years, no 
order can be made by the Privy Council unless and until a 
County Council asks for it in accordance with the terms of the 
Act. the County Council asks for it and the Lord Chancellor 
is disposed to advise the Privy Council to make the order, then 
the order is to lie on the table of either House of Parliament, 
and, no objection being taken, the order can then be made. 
Hence it will be absolutely impossible for the system to be ex- 
tended without the express request of a County Council (a very 
different matter from the vote against the system of a Oounty 
Oouncil originally Ongena: for in the Bill), and full opportunity 
is also to be given for opposition in Parliament. This, we say, 
constitutes an effective check on extension in case the system 
proves a failure. Then the trial in the Administrative Coun 
of London will be a fair trial of the system. If it works we 
there, it is likely (save as regards boundaries) to work well any- 
where. We have not often had occasion to praise the pro- 
moters of the Bill, but we think that in making this selection 
they have acted with perfect fairness and considerable courage. 
There is also a certain poetic justice in the authors of the 


original Incorporated Law Society compromise being hoist on 
their own . 
Aill’s well that ends well. We may now rest assured that 


the system will have a fair trial, and that if it fails it will not 
be extended. More than that no reasonable man can ask 
under the present circumstances. 








DAMAGES FOR BREACH OF CONTRACTS FOR SALE 
OF REAL ESTATE. 


Tr 1s the general rule that upon a breach o ontract for sale 
on the part of the vendor the purchaser is entitled to include 
i itt alm or damage he prot hich he would have made 
had the contract been performed (Dunlop v. Higgins, 1 H. L. 0. 
361), it being assumed that this item of damages either arises 
directly from the breach of contract, or was at the time when 


the contract was made within the contemplation of the parties 
as the probable result of a breach of the contract (Hadley v. 
Bazendae, 9 Ex. 341). But upon this rule an exceptioi ti the 
case of a contract for the sale of real estate was introduced by 
v. Thornhill (2 W. Bl. ee ho confirmed by Bain v. 

(23 W. R. 261; L. R. 7 H.L, 158). In the former 

a rent of £26 for a term of t -two years issuing out of 

' at auction for £270, and a deposit was paid, 
it turned out that the vendor could not make a title. 
ered the his election, either to take 
with all ite faults receive back his de 
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The plaintiff insisted that the bargain was J occupation. It appeared 







































held, however, that such contracts are upon condition that the 


purchaser can expect is the return of the deposit with interest 
and costs. 

In Flureau v. Thornhill there was a bond fide mistake on the 
part of the vendor. He sold under the belief that he hada 
good title, and it was only subsequently discovered that he had 
not. But the courts were at first averse to allowing the same 
result in cases where the vendor was in fault, as where he sold 
before he had actually. acquired the property, or where he 
entered into the contract knowing that he could not give a good 
title. The former case occurred in Hopkins v. Grazebrook (6 
B. & 0. 31). Therea — who had contracted for the pur- 
chase of an estate, but not obtained a conveyance, put up 
the estate for sale in lots by auction and engaged to make a 
good title by a certain day. In this he failed, as his vendor 
never made a conveyance to him, and it was held that a pur- 
chaser of some of the lots ——_ recover, not only the expenses 
which he had incurred, but damages for the loss which he 
had sustained by not having the contract carried into effect. 
The court distinguished the case from Flureau v. Thornhill, Lord 
TENTERDEN saying that the vendor should not have put up the 
estate to auction without ascertaining that he would be in a 
position to offer some title, and that since he had entered into 
a contract to sell without the power to confer even the shadow 
of a title he must be responsible for the damage sustained by 
the breach of the contract. It was pointed out, indeed, b 
Lord Cuxtmsrorp in Bain v. Fothergill that a vendor who 
an equitable title under a contract could not be described as not 
having the shadow of a title, but the principle of the decision is 
not affected by this inaccuracy. 

So again in Robinson v. Harman (1 Ex. 850) an intending 
lessor agreed to t a good and valid lease of premises, when 
he knew that he had no title to do so. The premises had 
belonged to the lessor’s father, and had been devised, subject to 
an annuity, to trustees upon trusts under which the lessor was 
entitled to a moiety of the rents for his life. It was held that 
he was not entitled to the benefit of the doctrine of Flursay y, 
Thornhill (supra), but was bound to make good to the intendi 
lessee all the damages resulting from the breach of the contract. 
caneetion te Rn eseal ce tet, hal ae kes 

ing to the general cule of law, where @ person ma 

a contract and breaks it he must pay the whole damage sus- 

tained. Upon tat geamal rule an exception was grafted by the 

case of Fiureau v. hill, and upon that exception the case of 

Hopkins v. Grazebrook @ ted another exception. This case 

comes within the latter, by which the old common law rule has 

been restored. Therefore the defendant, haying undertaken to 

t a valid lease, not having any colour of title, must pay the 

oss which the plaintiff has sustained by not having that for 
which he contracted.” 

The distinction between Fiureau v. Thornhill and Hopkins vy. 
Grazebrook was discussed and approved in _— v. Fitch (L. R. 
3 Q. B. 314), and the court ( urn, O.J., and Lvusu, J.) 
were disposed to restrict’ as much as possible the exception in 
the common law rule as to d es for breach of contract 
introduced by Flureau vy. Thornhill. That exception, it was 
pointed out, was based only on the latent uncertainty involved 
even in titles apparently good, and did not extend to cases 
where the vendor was aware that his title was deficient. ‘There 
is an obvious difference,” said Cocxsury, O,J., ‘' between the case 
of a man who, being in possession and the undoubted owner of 
real Property, is unable to make out a marketable title, and that 
of one who, not being the owner, but having onlya contract for the 
purchase of real estate, takes it upon himself to sell it to another 
as his own, and as if the title were his to convey. The difficulty 
of making out title which exists in the one case and forms the 
ee be ae the eon whale the exceptional - 

i principles, is w. wanting in the 
Chen” tn fact, however, Hngel v. Fitch depended on quite a 
i i Mortgagees of the lease of a house 


The resold at an 
who wanted the house for 
the mortgagor was in possession 
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A one, and he claimed damages for the loss of it. It was 


vendor has a good title, and that, if he has not, all that the! 
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and declined to give it up. The mortgagees might have 
obtained possession by cjectment, but they refused to do this on 
the ground of expense. Oocxzurn, O.J.,; pointed out that this 
was a still stronger 
to apply the exception of Flureau v. Thornhill. “A fortiors, 
according to our opinion, the rule in Flureau v. Thornhill can 
have no application where the failure to make out a title, or to 

ive ion, arises not from the inability of the vendor, but 

m his unwillingness either to remedy a defect in the title, or 
to obtain possession, on the ground of expense.” 

A more liberal view, however, was taken of the exception in 
in Flureau v. Thornhill, when the question came ‘ore the 
House of Lords in Bain v. Fothergill (supra). In that case 
FoTHERGILL was in possession of a mining royalty under a 
written agreement for a lease of which he had taken an assign- 
ment. One of the terms of the agreement was that Hi (the 
person with whom the agreement was orignally made) should 
not assign without the licence of the lessors. The lessors were 
ready to consent to the assignment to Foruerarit, provided he 
executed a duplicate of the ment containing this stipula- 
tion. Before this had been done, Forneremx entered into a 
contract to sell his interest in the royalty to Bary, but the 
lessors absolutely refused their assent to the transfer, and 
ForHErGILL was unable to perform his contract with Bar. 
The action in which Bary sued Fornerertt for non-performance 
of the contract was taken on appeal to the House of Lords, and 
that tribunal reviewed the principles established by the cases 
referred to above, with the result that the rule in Flureau v. 
Thornhill was affirmed and extended, and Hopkins vy. Grazebrook 
was overruled, ‘The rule,” said Lord Cuxtmsrorp, “as to 
the limits within which damages may be recovered upon the 
breach of a contract for the sale of real estate must be taken to 


be without exception. If a person enters in contract for 
the sale of real estate knowing that he no title to if nora: 








means of Seq uiring. if, the_purchaser cannot recover damages 
beyond the expenses he has incurre y an x feel 


breach o né Contre > ue Cal On 


y 


Under the circumstances above stated, it does not seem that it 
was necessary for the House of Lords to go so far as this, for 
the defect in Fornzrcri1’s title was simply the failure to obtain 
a consent, as to which he may well have believed that there 
would be no difficulty. But it is not now competent to impugn 
the prineiple as there laid down, and in any case where a con- 
tract goes off through a defect in the title of the vendor, 
the purchaser can recover by way of damages no more 
than the expense to which he has actually been put, notwith- 
standing that the vendor knew of the defect in his title. The 
only case in which the purchaser can recover any further 
damages is where he can make out against the vendor a claim 
founded on deceit, and such claim is subject to the requirements 
of Derry v. Peek (38 W. R. 33, 14 App. Oas. $37). It does not 
seem, however, t Bain v. Fothergil extends to a case where 
the contract goes off, not on any defect of title, but in conse- 

uence of the vendor either capriciously —s to perform 
_ pre " as in Engel oat Fitch, (supra), declining. ung, on 
6 und of expense, to e steps necessary com- 
Tis title. Page Se cases an action of deceit would not 
ie, and yet it would be improper to refuse to the purchaser 
his ordinary remedy for a breach of contract (see Dart’s Vendors 
and Purchasers, 6th ed., p. 1082). That he nag pane. 9 Seay 
appears to be recognized in Bain v Fothergill, where 

THERLEY, in commenting on the exceptio 
Engel v. Fitch (supra), said ; ‘Whenever it isa matter of con- 
veyance and not a matter of title, it is the duty of the vendor to 
do everything that he is enabled to do by force of his own 
interest, and also by the force of the interest of others whom he 
can compel to concur in the conveyance.” Examples of damages 
being given for wilful refusal to perform a contract for ting 
& lease will be found in Ward v. Smith a Price 19 Jaques 
} Eagar A Oh. D. 153) ; though if the lease go on & ques- 


tion of title the same rule applies asin the case of a sale (Gas 

rue Jog Coke Co. v. Towse, = yay Pp. er i 
agreeing to t a lease the intend lemee Sapliery i 

undertakes that he has title to grant the lease (Strenks ¥. . 


circumstances of | }.;, 


case than Hopkins v. Grazebrook for refusing | con’ 





REVIEWS. 
THE NEW ABRIDGMENT. 


ENCYCLOPZDIA OF THE Laws OF ENGLAND: BEING A New AprRinc- 
MENT BY THE MOST EMINENT LEGAL AUTHORITIES. UNDER THE 
GENERAL EpirorsHir oF. A, Woop Renton, M.A., LL.B., Bar- 


rister-at-Law. Vol. 2: Banner to Cheque. London: Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited); Edinburgh: William Green & Sons. 


“* Cheque,” and includes a number of important and carefully 
prepared articles. Commend at cine sale a eee such as 
“ Beverche,”” more suited for a glossary of antique terms than for a 
practical compendium of the law, and 

which does not — denote the contents of the 
‘* Bear and Pay” introduces a note by a very competent 

the relative liabilities of landlord tenant in respect of rates and 
other assessments, but the words are chosen. The 
covenant from which they are supposed to be taken just as likel 
contain the word “ pay” only, and a reader who wished to 

the law on this point would hardly think of ing to such a title. 
But these are minor matters. In general no can be taken 
to the arrangement of the volume, and Mr. Wi i 

assisted by the army of contributors whom he has summoned to 


aid. Such subj as ‘Bills of “pb Contracts,” 
‘* Building Societies,” and ‘‘ Charities’ are , but at the 
same time concisely, dealt with by author, who have acquired 
8 high reputation by well-known text-books, and the shipping and 
banking articles are respectively undertaken by the same competent 
writers who assisted in the first volume. An instance of the careful 


revision of the articles up to the date wage f 

in the inclusion in the article on “ Bills of Sale” of the decision 
the Court of A in Re Roundwood Colliery Co. (45 W. R. 334; 
1897, 1 Ch. 373) upon the validity of a power in a mining lease 
to distrain for rent upon chattels on mines adjoining the demised 
— The utility of the work is by numerous cross 
erences. 
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THE LAW OF FACTORS. 


THE Law RELATING TO Facrors. By P. T. BLACKWELL, Barrister 
at-Law. (London: Effingham Wilson.) 


There are few departments of the law which are either more 
interesting or more im t than that which relates to the rights 
and duties, the remedies and liabilities of mercantile agents. 
During the last generation its ical importance has i 
beyond calculation, and it is yearly i at an 
_ In proportion as cash payments give way to credit, as 
facilities for commercial i between parties at a 
improved, = — trade Stas putrese as 
company takes the of the 
pee gs be ned to t and 
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the Act of 1889. The Act provides that where a factor isin posses- 
sion of the documents of title to goods with the consent of the owner, 
pledge or other disposition of the goods made by him in the 
course will (in general) be valid if made to a person “as 
in faith, and without notice of any absence of authority. An 
documents of title include “. . . any document used in the 
ordinary course of business as proof of the possession or control of 
goods.” The question suggested is whether a wharfinger’s certificate 
is a “ document of title” within this definition. Mr. Blackwell says 
the anawer d ds on the form of the certificate, and compares the 
j ent in The Merchant Banking Co. v. Phoenix Bessemer Steel Co. 
(L. R. 5 Ch. D. 205) with that given in Gunn v. Bolckow (L. R. 10 
Ch, 499). 
The ‘eading cases on the subject are given in an appendix; and 
another appendix gives the history of the law of disposition of goods 
aud documents of title to goods by factors. 





BOOKS RECEIVED. 


The Law and Practice of the Stock Exchange, with Appendices 
containing the Rules and Regulations Annotated, and Forms of 
Instruments accompanying a Mortgage of Securities. By B. E. 
SrpENcER Bropuurst, M.A., B.C.L., Barrister-at-Law. William 
Clowes & Sons (Limited). 


Greenwood’s Manual of the Practice of Conveyancing ; shewing 
the Presant Practice relating to the Daily Routine of Conveyancing 
in Solicitors’ Offices, to which are added concise Common Forms in 
Conveyancing. Ninth Edition. Edited by Harry GREENWOOD, 
M.A., LL.D., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). Price 
208, 


The Records of the Society of Gentlemen Practisers in the Courts 
of Law and Equity called the Law Society. Compiled from Manu- 

i in the Possession of the Incorporated Law Society of the 
U Kingdom. The Incorporated Law Society. 








CORRESPONDENCE, 
REGISTRATION OF ASSIGNMENTS OF COPYRIGHT. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—Will you permit me to add a few remarks to your comments 
on the decision of Kennedy, J., in the case of Liverpool General 
Brokers Association v. Commercial Press Telegram Bureau contained in 
your last week’s number. 

It was pointed out in argument in that case—though this does not 
appear by the report in the July number of the Law Reports—that if 
section 24 of 5 & 6 Vict. c. 45 prevents an unregistered assignee of 
a proprietor from suing, it would seem equally to prevent 
oregmeered assignee from so —_ An assignee, by an assignment 

e Ly bhp ry on the register under the latter part of section 13, can 
hardly to have “caused an entry to be made” of the book 
within the meaning of section 24. The entry under the latter part 
of section 13 which operates as an assignment is surely not an entry 
of the book. Moreover, this entry which operates as an assignment 
is not “ caused to be made” by the assignee but by the assignor. 

On the other hand, there is clear authority (if authority be needed 
for the tion that an unregistered sssignee of an unregister 

is aged cannot sue, The case of Weldon v. Dicks (10 Ch. 
D. 247) shows that such an assignee can register as if he were the 
r, and that he must do so before suing. From 

it seems to follow that the bj ** proprietor’ in section 24 
includes an unregistered assignee of an unregistered proprietor. 
For such an assignee is only prevented from sui Sif he comer wiiie 
the i contained in section 24. The Act creates no new 


t seems, therefore, that the argument that section 24 does not 
oy to an assignee of a registered proprietor cannot be 
on the re that “‘ proprietor” in-section 24 does not include 

an t only an original proprietor, but rather on the ground 
that section 24 is sufficiently complied with to enable an assignee to 
sue if a predecessor in title has caused the entry to be made of the 


This construction appears to me less violent than that adopted by 


Kennedy, J.—namely, that the effect of the section is “‘ that the 
person who, the proprietor, wishes to sue for an infringement 


g 


his copyright should be registered before he can sue.” 


I may point out that this case has, by a curious but natural 
on the part of the reporter, been asa Queen’s Bench 


case. Asa matter of fact, it was commenced in the Chan- 
Division but set down for trial at the Liverpool Assizes under 


§ 


the powers given to plaintiffs by order 36, of which suitors in the 
Chancery Division resident in Liverpool often avail themselves. 
Liverpool, August 2. R. B. LAWRENCE. 





CROSSING CHEQUES TO ACCOUNT OF PAYEE. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—In answer to J. G, G., I would point out that crossing a 
cheque drawn ‘‘ to order” in the way he viz., ‘* account 

yee,”’ does not affect the negotiability of the cheque (National Bank 
v. Silke, 1891, 1 Q. B. 435). It follows that the banker to whom 
such a cheque is presented for collection by a customer to whom it 
has been or p to have been indorsed by the payee, is not bound 
to inquire into his customer’s title or see to the application of the 
proceeds; and in the absence of other circumstances giving rise to 
suspicion, is — to assume that the holder is the true ae A oes 
is not guilty of negligence in ing the proceeds to such holder. 
He is | oe be protected by pny a of the Bills of Exchange Act 
against the claims of the drawer or other true owner in the event of 
the customer’s title proving defective. The result would be the same 
even if the cheque were further crossed ‘not negotiable,” for such a 
crossing does not prohibit transfer of the cheque, but only prevents a 
transferee acquiring @ better title than his transferor. The collecting 
banker would not be guilty of negligence in paying the holder by 
indorsement without inquiry, for there is nothing to shew that he is 
not in fact holder by valid title. 

To make a cheque not transferable (see Bills of Exchange Act, s. 8) 
draw it in favour of ‘‘ A, B. only,” and strike out “‘or order” or 
‘or bearer.”” It can then only be paid to ‘* A. B.” or (if crossed) to 
a banker on his behalf; and a banker collecting and paying over the 
proceeds of such a cheque to any one but “ A, B.” or his authorized 
agent, would be negligent, and therefore not protected by section 82. 

Lincoln’s-inn, Aug. 2. J. A. Scoutty. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
Lone VaAcATIon, 1897. 
Notice. 

During the vacation until further notice :—All applications which 
may require to be immediately or promptly heard, are to be made 
to the ju who for the time being shall act as vacation judges. 

Court Bustngss.—Mr. Justice Byrne, one of the vacation judges, 
will, until further notice, sit in Chancery Court III., Royal Courts 
of Justice, at 11 a.m. on Wednesday in every week, commencing on 
Wednesday, 18th of August, for the purpose of hearing such applica- 
tions of the above nature as, according to the practice in the Chancery 
Division, are usually heard in court. 

No case will be laced in the judge’s paper unless leave has been 
previously obtained, or a certificate of counsel that the case requires 
to be immediately cr promptly heard, and stating concisely the 
reasons, is left with the papers. 

The n papers, relating to every application made to the 
vacation judges (see notice below as to judges’ papers) are to be left 
with the cause clerk in attendance, Chan Registrar’s office, room 
136, Royal Courts of Justice, before 1 o’ on the Monday previous 
to the day on which the a tion is intended to be made. When 
the cause clerk is not in attendance they may be left at room 136, 
under cover, addressed to him, and marked outside Chancery Vacation 
Papers, or they may be sent by post, but in either case so as to be 
received by the time aforesaid. 

Urcent MarTTers WHEN JUDGE NOT PRESENT IN COURT OB 
CHAMBERS.—Application may be made in any case of urgency, to 
the judge by post or rail, ay sees accompanied by the brief of 
counsel, office copies of the affidavits in support of the application, 
and also by a minute, on a separate sheet of paper, signed by counsel, 
of the order he i! consider the applicant enti to, and also an 
envelope, sufficiently stamped, ca of receiving the papers, 


qi 
in Vacation, i 4 0 i 
London, W.C. 


On applications for injunctions, in addition to the above, a copy of 
the Tasge and a seer Se Nope must on gh ne 

sent to the judge return e registrar. 
The address of the judge ioe Sis Slane beng seling, se vores 
ee ee at Room 136, Royal Courts of 
ustice . 


will be open om ‘Tuceda Wedaentay Tectay, awk 2 
Romer will on 4 % y> 

in every week, from 10'to 2 glock, Mr. Ce Deca ol, walk 
further notice, hear urgent summonses which may be adjourned to 
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lie against the , ag to which he expressed no there was no- 
thing in this case to that the Bishop had his jurisdiction. 

A. L. Swrrn and Rrosy, L.J3s concurred.--Oounsan, Sir W. Philli- 
more, Yelverton, apd W. T. Lawrance; C. A. Russell, Q.C., and Hrring- 
ton. Sourcrrons, J. R. Philpots; Cunliffe ¢@ Davenport, for J. Wileon, 


Durham. 
(Reported by W. F. Banny, Barrister-at-Law.) 




















him in his private room, No. 625, in the Royal Courts of Justice 
(Carey-street entrance), on Wednesday in every week, commencing 
on Wednesday the 18th of August, at 10.30 a.m. 

Quzen’s Bench CuamsER Buswvess.—Mr. Justice Byrzne will, 
until further notice, sit for the ps fe of Queen’s Bench business in 
Judges’ Chambers on Tuesday Thursday in every week, at 10.30 
a.m., commencing on Tuesday, the 17th of \. 

DrvorcE.—Decrees nisi will be made absolute in court on Wednes- 
day, the 25th of Angus, bs arama the 15th of September, and 
Wednesday, the 6th of October. 

sosan’e Papzrs FoR Use ry Court.—Chancery Division.—The Pesce Case kasi, Te tp ay od Days BErORR neg ay 
following pai for the Vacation J =p are required to be left with crane Waster sekiaiiil Vill, Rs ee eens aa 
the Cause Clerk in attendance at the Chancery Registrars’ Office, ’ Le a 1 uoconsorg pg vee 
Room 136, Royal Courts of Justice, on or before 1 o’clock, on the} pavewat or O a ae re . fay ~ F Mave 
Monday ay rae the day on which the application to the judge is| Kyow:zncs or THE . = srs 
intended to e:— : 

Pe yg ePRerrpmam of Urgency, or Note of Speciai Leave a ann» ee ye y Bayer cen a There me deg be 

t e Judge. pe ppeal, ) hearing jection taken 
#2.—Two| Copies of we and see Coates of SEs Ah any), and Osun oan yo order 58 of the Rules of the Supreme 
any other documents showing the nature of the Application. f paper i 

3 Two Copies of Notice of Motion. — Court (Lrxpiey, Lorzs, and Ourrry, L.JJ ) overruled the objec 
4.—Office Copy Affidavits in support, and also Affidavits in answer 


DR. JAEGER’S SANITARY WOOLLEN SYSTEM CO. ». R. WALKER & 
SONS. No. 2. 26th and 27th July. 


if any). 
N.B.—Solicitors are requested when the Soy: has been PES ITTY, ~ concurred. 
disposed of, to apply at once to the Judge’s Clerk in Court forthe} Tus Cover dismissed — 
may, L.J., said an appeal from a decision of 


return of their Papers. 





NOTICE TO SOLICITORS. 
(CHANCERY REGISTRARS’ OFFICE. 








The Chancery Registrars’ Office will be open daily. On Monday, | poor thereby. I must refer to the agreement itself. 
the 16th of August, and on the same day in every Poppa position te thie’ pA ao oollen System Co. have differences 
during the Vacation, the Registrar in attendance will see tors | with Walker & Sons, which under that agroument exe to be submitted to 
requiring alterations necessary in Orders to be acted on by the/| arbitration. The Jaeger Oo. ark the to make the declaration, partly 
Paymaster. to guide the arbitrator, and to determine the present position of the 

: The agreement is made pe be say ee h EN 

ais! and three persons of the other—Theodore Wi , Ralph Walker, and 

Robert Walker, on business under the style of R. Walker & Sons 

CASES OF THE WEEK. —who are afterwards ca “the manufacturers.” Then comes a long 
ent, consisting of fourteen clauses. agreement 

Court of Appeal. ceccsetiedl soveral Other siaailar sgrecments, Whit are referred to in the 


REG. v. BISHOP OF BRISTOL. No. 1. 26th July. . 
EcctzstasticAL Law—Onercy—DsprivaTion—Svussaquent Sgnrence 0 the 
. of the business relations between the parties. By thet, agreement the 


Derostrion—Oterey Discrpumme Act, 1892 (55 & 56 Vicr. c. 32), 5 o. - > — a 
hope from the judgment of the Divisional Court (Day and Lawrance, — i “the ~% _ &c., made rw to those 
JJ.) discharging a rule nisi for a prohibition to restrain the Bishop from — ih: eae ae ied Aire — may a 
deposing the applicant, the Rev. David Evans, from Holy Orders. The y a cian at Nottingt —— the ‘cn 


oo, was a clerk in Holy Orders holding preferment in the diocese of ” 
urham, and he was tried upon certain charges in the consistory court of 
the diocese, and the Chancellor, who presided, made a + to the 
Bishop that the applicant was guilty of the offences, and that the sentence 
should be deprivation. On the 6th of August, 1896, the Bishop pro- | o» 
nounced sentence depriving the applicant of his preferment seine the 
Clergy Discipline Act, 1892. On the 19th of December, 1896, the a 
ve notice of his intention to ee the applicant from Holy Orders, 

e applicant thereupon obtained a rule nis: for a prohibition as above 
which the Divisional Court discharged. The applicant , SPpealed, and | Sheers 
contended that, after having already passed ‘sentence of vation, the 
Bishop had no jurisdiction subsequently to = a further sentence of 
deposition. By section 8 of the Clergy Pp Act, 1892, *‘ where by 
virtue of this Act, or of any sentence passed in pursuance of this Act, the 


preferment of a clergyman becomes vacant it to the Bishop agreement which is what 
of the diocese that such clergyman ought ‘ to be deposed from Holy jhe fest qoostion ,,!° Tits ovtaentiy ast ee o to manufac- 
Orders, the Bishop may by sentence and out any formality | ture so thousand bricks ; it is an involves 
Gepove poy Nae Be ie cate 1 Bn ge be seneuied te tie taro oo many Chowsnnd belie; Oe cnaly cs the manetictannds geek 
registry of the diocese, pro ways may appeal 
sexinel the sald sentence within une month after the dots thecsol tthe hee webb foe ao SS keane CF ere capa oe er} 
archbishop of the province, whose decision shall be final.” by the Walkers would be performance ~_ contract. I do not 
Tue Court (Lord Esnee, M.R., A. L. Surra and Rrosy, L.JJ.) dis- | think it is an assignable contract, and I should doubt very much whether 
missed the appeal. the Walkers’ trustees in could sell their interest as part of 
their saleable assets. What has this. In 1893 Robert, one 


Lord Esuzr, M.R., said that the Bishop in the Consistory Court passed 
sentence of deprivation. It was not disputed that that act of the Bishop 
was perfectly legal. It was argued, however, that that sentence must be 
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final, not only as to the question of deprivation, but aleo as to ‘ 
ee which wae not and could not be tried he Gonttory Goa, wd inference, that that clroumatanoe ee oe anemtee = 

no further sentence co passed subsequently. —— rector company. asked to hold contrary ; 
could not see any colour for such an argument. eoticn 8 dil wet say | but I find myself unable to do that. If I had been hearing this caseas « 
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that the sentence of deposition was to be of the original sentence. 
It eaid, almost in plain omy that it ‘alga form the subject- 

@ new sentence. words “‘ ought also to be 
besides and in addition to the sentence of h there bea 
further sentence of deposition. It was that it was 

natural justice that the Bishop should wait for several months before 
passing sentence of deposition. His lordship could not see anything 
contrary to natural justice. But even if it was, r 
in its terms. There was no limit of time mentioned in the section within 
Which the Bishop must pass rentence of deposition. If prohfbition did 
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inference from that? What was the position of the Jaeger Co., when 
the — Co., was informed ‘and knew that one of the contracting 
parties had retired? If this had been @n ordinary contract—say for the 
gale of so many thousand bricks—that retirement, or the ery gt Bs 
knowledge of it, would not have had any importance at all. But I think 
there was enough J yom f in this contract to enable the Jaeger Co. to 
that a would not go on. They might have done that, but they 
not the inference is that the two continuing partners were held 
by the a Co. to the old contract, which was never de from. I 
it was optional on the part of the continu partners to 
make t of Robert Walker a ground for ref to go on. 
They had not an option, as the plaintiff company had. The Jaeger Oo. 
certainly might have said that they would put an end to the agreement, 
or might have treated it as at an end; but the reasonable inference from 
what took place seems to me to be that the two continuing partners 
remain bound, and that the Jaeger Co. remain bound to them by the old 
contract. I do not treat this asa new contract on the old terms; but I 
do not think it really matters in the leastwhich view you take. I think 
the true view is that the old contract continues. The result of Kekewich, 
-’s decision is therefore right. The Jaeger Cu. are not entitled to the 
declaration they ask for, and they are not free from this contract. 

Lorzs, L,J., concurred. He thought the ment was of the kind 
which was called personal, and clearly could not be assignable. It 
— on the part of the Walkers a certain amount of skill, = pny 

su » and bound them to do things which it could not 
supposed that every one could do. The contract was so far personal that 
the Jaeger Co. would have been justified in determining it on the 
retirement of Robert Walker, but they did not do so. They elected to 
continue on the terms of yo pry wry and to accept the responsibility 
of that of the three. 

Curry, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect. —CovnszEL, 
Moulton, Q.C., and Jenkins, Q.C.; Cripps, Q.C., and B. Fossett Lock. 
Sonicrrors, Bower, Cotton, § Bower ; C. Urquhart Fisher. 


| Reported by R. C. Macxenztz, Barrister-at-Law. } 
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VISCOUNT HILL v, BULLOCK. No. 2. 29th July. 


Fixrvrnss—Moveasrz Cxatrers—Srvurrep Brraps anp ANtm™mALS—MANsION 
Hovse—Serriep Estare—Tenant ror Lire. 


A from a decision of Kekewick, J. (reported ante, p. 438, and 45 
W. R. 587). The action was brought by the present Viscount Hill, the 
tenant for life, and his surviving trustee for an injunction restraining the 
defendant, who was the trustee in bankruptcy of the late Viscount Hill, 
from removing or causing to be removed from the mansion-house called 
Hawkstone, in the county of Salop, any pictures or other chattels fixed to 
the walls or floors of the said house, or other fixtures therein, or any heir- 
looms or settled chattels. The defendant claimed (inter alia) the followin 
articles as being the property of the late viscount—namely, the fix 
cases, together with the birds and animals and other objects’of art 
and natural history, contained in the rooms called the ‘‘ Bird Gallery.”’ 
At the trial of the action the point at issue was mainly confined to the 
question whether the birds eat wp animals were fixtures or not. It was 
admitted that the cases, which were fixed to the freehold by means of 
iron brackets let into the wall, did not pass to the defendant. The cases 
middle of the room were made of wood, and were not fixed, but 
rested by their own weight. Wooden trays or drawers were fitted into these 
a could beremoved at pleasure. The birds and animals were of 

le value, and were mounted in the usual manner, some being 
also attached to imitation rockwork or branches fitting inside the cases, 
others not being fastened inany way. Kekewich, J., held that the con- 
tents of the cases were not fixtures attached to the freehold, but were 
moveable personal chattels, and as such devolved upon the trustee in bank- 
of the previous owner. The present Viscount Hill, the tenant for 


wet (Lixpiey, Lorzs, and Currry, L.JJ.) without calling upon 
ee the appeal. 

LEY, L.J., said that the cases in which the birds were kept were 

admitted to be part of the house, and the linings of the cases were also 

admitted to be bey of the freehold; the contention further was that a 

e house would pass the birds or some of them. Could 

In his lordship’s opinion the proposition was 


e 
F 


TH 


shocdetely im; tieabl hat 1 
prac le. No cases went to that le » OF anywhere 
near it. The birds could in no sense be Pree Free. oe pln the 
architectural features of the house. The result was that the appeal must 
be dismissed with costs. 
Pm mn ater: that the cases nod born. hag by ae (= oe 
were properly so . e linings were also held to 
be fixtures as part and sued of the cases. But his lordship could not 
assent to the proposition thatthe birds which were fixed by gum or glue 
or fine wires were fixtures. Loo! to the degree of annexation, it was 
very slight; but further, the idea of the annexation was for the p 
the birds and making them more convenient to be looked at ; 
the that it was to make them t of the house was absurd. 
batt goa v. (15 on R. 0 dew - ‘ Eq. eel ee + ay relied 
upon, no ion here. Kekewich, J., was right, and the a) 
must be dismissed. sate iii 
Currrr, L.J., said: The ap t’s case isthat the birds form part of 
the house; his reasoning is that the room was bel) nk deems pes} of 
the settled land. The a t has to face this further difficulty, that he 
t claims rather more than half those which are 
the freehold by wire, glue, or gum; that is used to enable 
be seen to better advantage. The birds mere chattels 


& 


are 
removable by the person who put them there, and are now removable by 


the owner, the trustee in een Appeal dismissed.—Coun 
‘ames ; 


Cozens- Hardy, Q.C., and Christopher ; P. Ogden Lawrence, Q.C., 
Muir Mackenzie. Soxscrrons, Stibbard, Gibson, § Co., for Rowlands ¢ Co., 
Birmingham ; Pritchard, Englefield, ¢ Co., for E. Bygott, Wem. 

[Reported by W. Saaticrzoss Gopparp, Barrister-at-Law.]} 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re FORESTER, JERVIS v. FORESTER. North, J. 29th July. 
Wru1—Constrvction—Girt For CHARITABLE Purpose—Svurpivus Income, 


This was an a summons to decide the true construction of the 
will of the late mess Forester. By her will dated the 24th of May, 
1892, the testatrix gave the residue of her estate to trustees upon trust for 
sale and conversion, and after nfm out of the proceeds of her funeral 
and testamentary , debts and legacies, and after appropriating a 
sum of £120,000 as therein mentioned “‘upon trust to pay and apply the 
residue for, and in the promotion and execution of, such charitable purposes 
as I shall by any codicil to this my will hereafter direct and appoint.’”’ 
By a codicil dated the 15th of February, 1893, the testatrix directed that 
the residuary trust fund should be applied “‘for the purposes of the 
establishment of a cottage hospital at or near Wenlock, and of a con- 
valescent home at some sea-side town or place to be decided on as herein- 
after mentioned, as memorials respectively of my late husband, to be 
called respectively the Forester Co Hospital and the Forester Oon- 
valescent Home.’’ And the testatrix ted the transfer of the residuary 
trust fund to five persons thereinafter called the Forester Charity Trustees, 
and directed such trustees to stand sed of the residuary trust fund. 
in case the testatrix should not d her lifetime have purchased land 
for the erection thereon of a cottage hospital and convalescent home 
respectively, upon trust to lay out a sufficient part of the residuary trust 
fund, not exceeding £2,000, in the purchase of land at or near Wenlock for 
the erection thereon of a cottage hospital, and to lay out a further suffi- 
cient part of the residuary trust fund, not £5,000, in the purchase 
of land at some sea-side town or place (to be ded on by W. M. Jervis, 
or failing him, by the Forester trustees for the time being, for the erection 
thereon of a convalescent home. There was a further trust to lay outa 
sum not exceeding £10,000 in the erection of a cottage hospital, anda 
sum not exceeding £30,000 in the erection of a convalescent home. The 
residue was to be invested and the income applied ‘‘ upon such trusts for 
providing the endowment for the said cottage hospital and convalescent 
home respectively as I shall in my lifetime by deed or will or codicil, or 
failing any direction as the said W. M. Je shall, after my death, or 
failing any direction by the said W. M. Jervis, as the said Forester 
Charity trustees or trustee for the time being shall, after my death, direct 
or appoint.’”” After purchasing the land and building the hospital and 
cctetdlaabent home, the income of the residuary trust fund was much 
larger than the amount required for the maintenance of the cottage 
hospital and convalescent home. The question raised by the summons 
was whether the testatrix died intestate as to this surplus. 

Norn, J., held that there was no intestacy, and that the whole fund 
was dedicated to charitable purposes.—CounsgL, Swinfen Eady, Q.O.,; 
Vaughan Hawkins ; The Attorney-General ; Ingle Joyce ; Cozens- Hardy, Q.C. ; 
R. F. Norton; Bradley Dyne. Sowtcrrors, Solicitor to the Treasury ; Farrer 
$ Co.; G. M. Byrne, for Hand § Co., Stafford 

| Reported by G. B. Haururon, Barrister-at-Law.]} 


HILL v. HICKEN. Stirling, J. 6th July and 3rd August. 


Partition Acrion— Occurpyina OCo-ownsr—Mortcace or SHARE—= 
Occupation Rent—Szr Orr as aGatnst Mortcaczs. 


This was a further consideration of a partition action. Jas. Hicken, 
one of the defendants to the action, was owner in fee of three twelths 
of the hereditaments, the subject of the action, and as to other three 
thirteenths tenant for life with remainder in fee to his two children, one 
of whom was Philip Jas. Hicken. On the 30th of October, 1890, Jas. 
Hicken and Philip Jas. Hicken executed a legal mort of their 
interests to secure £1,400. .On the 4th of December, 1890, the writ was 
issued in the action. According to the statement of claim in the action, 
Jas. Hicken was and had for some time been in occupation of the here- 
ditaments in question, and it was asked that he should be charged with 
an occupation rent. Judgment was given in the action on the 30th of 
January, 1892, and the ordinary accounts and inquiries were directed 
including an inquiry what sum was due from the defendant Jas Hicken 
in respect of his occupation of the hereditaments since the 29ch of Septem- 


ber, 1890, having regard to ~ previous tenancy of the hereditaments. 
On the 11th of July, 1893, the chief clerk made his certificate finding that 
the sum of £325, rent at the rate of £150 per annum, was due from 


Jas. Hicken as occupation rent. The action now came on for further 
consideration, and the question rose whether this sum could be set off as 
against Jas. Hicken’s share in the premises to the detriment of his 
mortgagee. 

Srmumc, J.—The defendent, Jas. Hicken, not having been tenant or 
bailiff of his co-owners, nothing could have been recovered from him at 
law, nor does the Statute for Anne, c. 3, s. 27 apply (see Henderson v. 
Eason (17 Q. B. 701). It has long been the p 
Chancery, however, to direct such inquiries as were directed in the present 
case (see Tanner v. Morgan, 8 Ves. 145: Swan v. Swan, 8 Price 518). The 

rinciple on which wance for ements is made is stated by 
tton, L.J.,in Leigh v. Dickeson (33 W. BR. 538, 15 Q. B. D. 60), and as 





to the payment of such allowance see Re Jones (1893, 2 Oh. 461, 4} 
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W. R. Dig. 143), Re Cook’s Mortgage (44 W. R. 646; 1896, 1 Ch. 923). 
The principle laid down by Cotton, L.J., does-not a 
tion rent ; and though, no doubt, a co-owner who is c wi 
| pation rent ought not to be allowed to take ang of the fund 
paying what is charged against him, it does n that 
should be charged against a fund which 
actual a had existed between Jas. Hicken and 
the latter could only claim to have arrears of rent set 
personally would be entitled to receive. Here there was no tenancy ; 
the court has ascertained what rent the 
y; but it is difficult to see why the other co-owners should be ina 
tter position than if there had been an actual tenancy. Again > 
Hicken had conveyed his share to a purchaser I do not see how the rent 
could be charged as against what was coming to the purchaser, anda 
mortgagee is for this purpose a purchase Upon the 


8 
F 


as against the mortgagee. The only cases cited to me were first Graham 
y. Cole, which is referred to in Seton, p. 1,541, form 19. We know 
nothing of the facts of that case, and I think the circumstances must 
have been peculiar. The other case is a decision of my own in Heckles v. 
Heckles, which is only reported in the W. N., 1892, p. 188. That dealt 
with an equitable mortgage, and may therefore be erent; but upon 
further consideration I am not sure that that case is not wrong.— 
CounsEL, Proctor ; Howard ; A. H. Jessel and Underhill. Sourscrrons, Uli- 
thorne, Currey, ¢ Currey, for Henry Birch, Thame; Wainwright § Co., for 
H. C. Owen, Wolverhampton, and for Gould § Elcock, Stourbridge. 
[Reported by J. I. Stinuive, Barrister-at-Law.]) 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
SMITH (Appellant) v. RICHMOND (Respondent). Div. Court. 2nd Aug. 


Pook Law—Agricurtura, Lanp—Marxet Garpens—G.LassHousEs— 
Rigut or Counsg. ror THE OwngR on Occupier or A Market Garpgn, 
as Turrp Parry, To Arcuz ror nis Otrent—Acricutturat Rares Act, 
1896 (59 & 60 Vicr. c. 16), ss. 1, 5, 6—Acrecutrurat Rares Orper, 
AxTIcLE 9, R. 3. 


This was an appeal by way of special case from a decision of certain 
justices of Worthing, and raised the question whether glasshouses built 
over market s were buildings within the meaning of the Agricul- 
tural Rates Act, 1896. Section (i) of that Act provides that the owner or 
occupier of agricultural land in England be liable, in the case of 
every rate to which the Act —_ to pay one-half only of the rate in 
the pound payable in respect of buildings or other h taments. The 
facts set out in the case were shortly as follow: Robert Piper, a 
market gardener, claimed that his land, being a“ market garden,’’ was 
entitled to the relief granted by the Act, notwithstanding the fact that 
certain greenhouses and hothouses had been erected on the for 
the p of growing grapes, cucumbers, tomatoes, and the like for 
tale. e assessment committee held that the glasshouses, which were of 
the ordinary type, were buildings within the of the Act, and 
therefore not entitled to relief. Upon the hearing of the appeal before the 
sessions it was contended for the overseers that the particulars of 
gross estimated rental and the rateable value of the hereditaments in 
question were correctly entered by them under the heading of “‘ Agricul- 
tural Land,” and that the decision of the assessment committee to correct 
the statement by striking out the entry was wrong, and in support of 
their contention they cited Purser v. Local Board for Worthing (18 Q. B. D. 
818). For the surveyor of taxes it was contended that that case did not 
decide that glasshouses were not buildings, but merely that the land was 
not the less used as a market garden because the house had been placed 
upon it. Moreover, the definition of pee eet d in the Act was to be 
read subject to the context, and that the context in the Act required that 
any buildings should be excluded from the term a tural land, that 
the glasshouses were buildings within the m of the Act, and that it 
followed that either the whole of the hereditaments in question should be 
excluded from the overseers’ statement, or, alternatively, that so much 
thereof as consisted of buildings should be insertéd under the heading of 
“buildings not being agricultural land.’’ The justices allowed the 
appeal, but stated this case for the opinion of the High Court. The 
Attorney-General, who appeared for the surveyor of taxes, said the 
ed raised was one of great importance and was a test action. The 
ction drawn in the Act was between land and buildings and not 
between buildings and agricultural buildings. The question was not at 
what rate was land with glasshouses to be assessed at; but whetheF the 
addition of this class of buildings to agricultural land prevented the owner 
or occupier from claiming the right to pay only one-half of the rate levied 
on that assessment. He referred to London and North-Western eywee | Co. 
¥. Llandudno Improvement Commissioners (1897; 1Q B. 287). On bel of 
the ndent it was contended that as market gardens were agricultural 
land within section 1, this hereditament was only liable to pay half 
tates. The buildings were part of the market en itself and were not 
buildings situated within the garden, but used for another . The 
oe eper were wo ancillary nd pay bare — not liable to be 
as dings. ion 5 (c) that what way property con- 
sisting partly of agricultural land and Bg of buildings was to be 
assessed and rated had really nothing to ee ea At the 
conclusion of the dent’ s oogemest, counsel who a watching 
brief on behalf of the occupier of the market garden said that under the 


the argument for the overseers had been | 
Justices ee a ae , and submitted that this 
e 


land simply, they in to take it away in cases where 
Se ee 

ef ted. In his o the scope of the Act was 
restricted to the relief of land only. Those market 
who were wealthy enough to erect glusshouses all over the 
occupied were not the class of for whose relief the Act was 
He withdrew his judgment, however, and the would 
be dismissed. re arg —Covunszi, Sir R. , A.G., 
8S. H. Day, and A. H. Trevor ; Joseph Walton, Q.0., and Clavell Salter ; A. 
Glen. Soicrrors, The Solicitor of Inland Revenue; Ravenscroft, Hills, ¢ 
Woodward, for Melville Green, Worthing; H. M. Bell. ‘ 


{Reported by Exsxiws Rerp, Barrister-at-Lavw. | 


GRANGE ». SILCOCK. Div. Court. 3rd August. 


Anmats—Suzzr Kitiz0 sy Doc—Laanmiry or Doa Ownzr—Doas Acr, 
1865 (28 & 29 Vicr. c. 60), s. 1. 


- 


This was an ap by special case stated from the justices of Sheffield, 
who had ord the appellant, John Atkinson to pay lbs. 
and 6s, costs because his-dog had worried to & 


belonging to the respondent. The summons was taken out 

Dogs Act, a. Seer efi Be we “The owner of 

evi 8 liable in damages done cattle or 

oy ka , and it shall not be oomeny Wer’ tae rn ee | 

ee ae vious mischievous 

oO s knowledge of such mischievous propensity, or that the 

attributable to neglect on the part of such owner; and when the amount 

of the damages claimed shall not exceed £5 the same shall be recoverable 

in a summary way before any justice sitting in petty sessions.’” At the 

time the dog worried the sheep the respondent was his 

from the appellant’s land, on to which they had gh errr 

their decision thus: ‘‘ We were of opinion that under 

te words of section 1 we were not called upon or entitled 

consideration the questions which might have arisen between the parties 


in an action for tres by or injury to the in another bat 
that the appellant, t ower of the Gog, was, under that ection lable 
w 


before us for the injury done to the’ by his dog, about , ase 
fact, there was no te, and that ore we had no other course than 
to construe literally the words of the section, and to enforce by our order 
payment of the amount of such inj which we me, son 
made an order for pa: t by the t of 15s. for damages 6s. 


the d to 
dog, although it might be under circumstances which would place it 
entirely out of his power to prevent the dog doing the injury. 
Tus Covrr dismissed the a) ° 
Lawrancg, J., ht the justices were right. The o 
ae caelend, collies eae t there by his master, 
a é sen 
iibod awe of them. Thee tte he thal 
the very language of the statute, which placed cattle 
statute 


i 


i 
& 
Eo 
ae 
if 
BE. 


= 
i 
iy 
i 


tion than human beings. 
‘400% J., said the words of the 


than ‘ele master, 


was to remove 


: 
3 
: 


no exception in favour of a 
could not be in a better 
owner of any place where cattle 
had a right to remove an individ oc ardiyg hg geome 

within the absolute words of the statute, and it was not necessary to 
inquire whether there might not be cases to which br Fh am dite gaa, wha 
be literally. Appeal dismissed. Leave to appeal 

sei, Arthur Sims ; Storry Deans. Sorsctrons, Campion ¢ Simmons, for A. 
Muir Wilson, Sheffield ; A. 8. E. Doyle, for Robinson, Sheffield. 

[Reported by Exsxrxe Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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GUARDIANS OF THE POOR OF THE DORKING UNION v. GUARDIANS 
OF THE POOR OF ST. SAVIOUR’S UNION. Div. Court. 30th July. 


Poor Law—Szrt_tement—Drvipgp P. —Locat Government Acr, 1894 
(56 & 57 Vier. 8. 78) s. 1 (3). 





Agricultural Rates Order, article 9, r. 3, he was entitled to address the 


sourt. The Attorney-General objected to his doing so, especially after / 


_ Case stated by the sessions of the county of London. The 
cation wae as to the ect of the division of the parish of Dorking (ander 
the settlement of a . The 


Local Government Act, 1894) on the pauper 
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an order of justices adjudging the 
f Dorking, in the Dorking 
e St. Saviour’s Union, in the 
was born on the 

of the 


if 
i 
il 
rf 
oFé | 
rE 


ny 
: 


In August, 1896, 
in the county of London, which on the 18th of August 
or his removal. At the time of the passing of the 

t Act, 1894, the hh of Dorking was situate partly 
Rural Sanitary ict and oe within the Dorking 
and had overseers who levied a rate for the entire 
=. By the operation of eection 1 (3) of the Local Government Act, 
Bowie andthe the parish which was within the rural sani 


: 


| 


and was not, became two se te parishes, 
the old parish ceased to exist. The Surrey County cil made an order 
the two new parishes ‘“‘ Dorking” and ‘Dorking Rural” 
vely. They each had separate overseers and rates. Westcott, 


where the pauper was born, thus became situate in Dorking Rural. It 
ee conenned Se Se copier (1) That as the hamlet of Westcott was 
Rural and not the parish of Dorking, the 
order inasmuch as the pauper, if settled at all in 
pg ag of Dorking Union, was settled in the parish of Dorking Rural, 
Dorking ; that there being no evidence before the justices who 
order that the old ot Dorking had been divided as 
aforesaid, and that the new of Dorking Rural had been formed and 
order could not be amended by the insertion 
consequence of the division of the old 
pauper had lost his birth settlement 
old parish, and that as there was not at the time of his birth an 
parish of Dorking Rural he could not have any settlement in that 
now, not having acquired one since its formation. The court of quarter 
that they could amend the order by adding the word ‘‘rural.’’ 
As to the second contention, that court held upon the authority of Reg. v. 
Zi Q. B. 273) ; Stourbridge Union v. Droitwich Union (L. R. 6 Q. 
ipton (3 Q. B. 215) ; Reg. v. St. Martin New-Sarum 9 Q. B. 
had no settlement in Dorking Rural, and could not 
he ae yin iy Shy wohebanden «5 cenenent Oe 
parish o: rking ¢ parish for the purposes of settlement 
destroyed, and the peuper’s settlement in it by birth being 
lost. The St. Saviour’s Union a from the decision of the 
sessions and contended that the effect of the division of the old 
that a pauper was aoe aes in a Fa rs old parish 
now separate parish o orking . For the Dorking 
argued that the birth settlement of the pauper was wholly 
and that there was no power to amend the order of the justices by 
of Dorking named therein to Dor' Rural, that 
t of substance. Reg. v. Oakmere (5 B. & Ald. 775); 
Salop (3 B. & A. 910); Plomesgate Union v. West Ham 
- 576); and Reg. v. Tomlinson (L. R. 8 Q. B. 12) were 


FELLETE: 
fle 
alae 


F 
| 


an 
Justices 
Q. B. 
Oovar (Corts and Rioiey, JJ.), dismissed the appeal. 
J., said the case came before the court under these circum- 
: the pauper was born in the original undivided parish of Dorking, 
course, he had a birth settlement until he acquired another, 
never did. He became chargeable to the St. Saviour’s Union. 
lied to justices for an order of removal. The justices, not 
been divided into two parishes Lf the Local 
894, made an order for the removal. e parish of 
(3) of the Local Government Act, 
t ly without a rural sanitary district. 
es in alike manner as parishes divided 
Divided Parishes Act, 1876. The birthplace of the pauper was 
now Dorking Rural. The quarter sessions, acting on a series 
e last of which was Stourbridge Union v. Droitwich Union, quashed 
to the learned judge that the principle of those cases 
they were aoe | decided or not, they had been law 
be quite impossible for the court not to follow them. 
of the cases was that when the parish in which the pau 
entity maintaining ite own poor in which 
settlement no longer existed. The division of 
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took place by the combined effect of the Local 
Government Act, 1 and the Divided Parishes Act, 1876. The effect, 
however, was the same. It was contended that section 8 of the Act of 
1876 debarred the court from holding that; for the division, though it 


took place under the Act of 1894, was to have the same result as if under 
of which Act section 8 provided for adjustment of 
One short answer to this was that section 8 was repealed. 
on was section 67 of the Local Government Act, 
the transfer of property, debts, and liabilities. 
section did not apply to a matter such as this, and did not affect 

of the cases referred to. The place to which the pauper 
existed. He must, therefore, remain deena 

to the a? where he was. 

Repusy, J., concurred. Appeal dismissed.—Covnszn, Channell, Q.C. 
and Euioit ; Bosanguet, Q.C.,and Barry. Soxicrrors, Howard 0.’ Jones; 
George Scale, Dorking. 

[Reported by T. R. C. Drit, Barrister-at-Law.] 
MORRIS (Appellant) ». EDMONDS (Respondent). Div. Court. 2nd August. 


Poor Law—Wirvity Rervewsc on Neoxxctrxc ro Surront Wire AND 
Fawuy—Sspanation Derp—‘ Bows Five” Beier teat Wire was 
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Uncuasts—Rzsurrep Parsumerion or “‘Msns Rea’"’—Vacranoy Aor, ~ 

1824 (5 Guo. 4, c. 83), a, 3. 4 

Case stated by two justices for the petty sessional division of Aber. 
information 


laid under section 3 of the Vagranc 

of ANagoeaa 
on the 12th of Pet. 
idle and 


nv: The 


dent to allow his wife 5s. a week towards the maintenance of her. 

end <hiiioen, of whom dhe was to Save the cule custody. They lived 

apart in accordance with the terms of the deed, and a time the 

dent paid her 5s. a week. Subsequently he ceased to do ao, 

the magistrates he alleged as his reason for stopping the allow. 

ance that he had a bond jide belief that his wife had committed adultery 

su uent to the date of the separation deed. He denied, however, that 
he 


roper person to have the c 


of 
tes decided that was 
ty deo and that the t had at 
provision for his wife and > 


dent’s alleged 

to the charge of havin 

such arguments could be i 
to become a to the union. The justices ought, therefore, to 
have convicted . For the respondent counsel submitted that whether 
the belief that his wife lived immorally was well founded or not was 
immaterial, since its existence rebutted the presumption that the man 
had wilfully—i.e., wantonly or carelessly—ceased to contribute to their 


su R 
a eee 
Lunes, J., e 

not to recover the e of maintenance of his wife and family, but to 
make him a vagrant under the Act. Under the circumstances and in the 
face of the express finding of the justices who heard the evidence it would 
be for that court to hold that the respondent had “ wilf 

neglected ” to maintain his family within the - ameng ng the Vagrancy 
Act. Before they could have convicted him of an 0 ee eae 
person, on the ground that he, while able to work, had wilfully ref 


to contribute to the —_ sod, his b meery A they must —_ ve be 






‘ore them 
evidence of mens rea on bis wil 


and children unsupported was the eéeential_of gui i the 
j were in d the information. 
Riotzy, J., conc . The @ was accordingly dismissed,— 


Counsst, A. F. Jenkin; §. T. Evans. Souicrrors, Fallows § Rider, for 
Baker, Abergavenny. T. H. Philpots for T. G. Powell, Brynmawr. 
{Reported by Exsxixz Rein, Barrister-at-Law.} 


Ex parte HATTON. Div. Court. 2nd Aug. 


Loca GoveRnmEntT—Rvtz ror Manpamus—Riceut or Rarerayer’s Acuyt 
to Inerzct Mrxvres or Disrnicr Burrat Boarp. 


In this case counsel moved ex parte on behalf of Richard Ernest Hatton, 





















a ratepayer at Wimb: , for a rule nisi calling upon the Wim- 
bledon Vsben Dist to shew under the Burial 
uy uld ni directing them to gran’ 
‘ ig agent a solic 7s) nép or Oo rtre fet > ‘ 
i Do rd _of that district. We-urpan district c U 
Local Government Board for leave to borrow £10,000 for & 





circumstances under which the land 


Ww 
an action to restrain the 


hether 
acquired were ap Bee he could bring 


from . Section 16 of the statute provided that the 
board should in which should be entered all sums of 
received or by the board and that such books should at 


reasonable times be open for examination to the ratepayers, who were to 
be allowed to ee coe of the minutes of the without fee. The 
district council no objection to the ratepayer himself inspecting the 
books, but they refused under the circumstances to allow his solicitor to 
examine them, contending that under the statute the right could not be 
claimed for an agent, who was not a ratepayer. On behalf of the ° 
cant it was contended that the council was wrong, because where 

was a statutory right conferred on a person to 

prima facie that as to 







entitled thabseht by his in - 
— of nde poo eelton counsel sited idt's = 
Jackson § Co. v. Napper (35 Oh. D. 162) and Py. Assessment Commitee 


St, Mary Abbotts, on (1891, 1 Q. B. D. 
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Tux Court (Cotume, and Riotsy, JJ.) said the circumstances were such 


that they thought the question raised should be argued, and therefore the 
rule asked for would be granted.—Counssi, Frank Safford. Soxacrrors, 
Ashurst, Morris, Crisp $ Co. 

(Reported by Exsxtxz Rap, Barrister-at-Law.] 





* Bankruptcy Cases. : 


Re FORT, Ex parte SCHOFIELD. No. 1. 30th July. 


Banxaurtcy—Proor — Posrronsment — Loan—Vursat AGREEMENT TO 
Repay Lenpzr out or Prorrrs or Bustrzss—Pantnereutr Act, 1890, s. 
2, SUB-SECTION 3 (D) ; 8. 3. 


This was an appeal from the decision of the Divisional Court in bank- 
/ ruptey (ante, p- 625) reversing an order of the county court judge of 
Manchester. In April, 1894, the ap t Sch lent Fort, the bank- 
rapt, £3,000 with which to start in business. It verbally agreed that 
Fort should have £6 a week as manager, that Schofield should be 
6 per cent. interest, and that the net profits of the business should be 
divided between the parties. At the same time Schofield took a pro- 
miseory note as collateral security. Schofield sued Fort on the note, and 
Fort pleaded that Schofield was his partner. This issue was tried, and 
decided in Schofield’s favour. Fort then filed his in 
Schofield tendered a proof in the bankruptcy for £3,153, 
cipal, interest, and costs. The proof was objected to upon the 
that Schofield’s claim must be postponed to the claims of the 
creditors by virtue of section 2, sub-section 3 (d), and section 3 of 
Partnership Act, 1890, which provide as follows: Section 2, sub-section 3 
(dj: ‘ The advance of money by way of loan to a person or about 
to engage in any business on a contract with that person the lender 
shall receive a rate of interest varying with the profits, or shall receive 
share of the profits arising from on the business, 
itself make the lender a i? with the person or persons 
business, or liable as such. Provided that the contract is i 
signed by or on behalf of all the parties thereto.”” Section 3. ‘' 
event of any person to whom money has been advanced by way of 
upon such a contract as is mentioned in the last f 
any buyer of a goodwill in consideration of a share 
, being adjudged a bankrupt, entering into an 
pay his creditors less than 20s. in the pound, or aying 
cumstances, the lender of the loan shall not be en 
thing in respect of his loan, and the seller of the goodwill 
entitled to recover anyt! in respect of the share of profits 
for, until the claims of the other creditors of the borrower or 
valuable consideration in money or money’s 
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The county court ju allowed Kye but the Divisional Court 
(Vaughan Williams Wright, JJ.) that, as the agreement under 
which Schofield was to take a share of the profits of the business was not 


in writing, section 3 did not apply, and 
prove for his debt equally with the other creditors. 

Tue Covrr (Lord Esner, M.R., A. L. Surrn, and Rieny, L.JJ.) 
allowed the appeal. 

Lord Esuen, M.R., said that a contract had been entered into between 
Schofield and the bankrupt, by which the former was to advance money 
and to receive a share of the profits of the business. Contracts such as 
that were dealt with in section 2, sub-section (3) of the Partnership Act, 
not ay in clause (é) but in the other clauses also, Then aan 3 
provided that in the event of a loan “‘ upon such @ contract as is mentioned 
in the last fo g section.’’ the lender should not in the event of 
bankruptcy be entitled to recover any until all the other creditors 
bad been satisfied. As section 3 did not 
eection 2, sub-section 3 it was not necessary that the contract in q' 
should be in writing, and that being so this case came within section 3 
- a appellant was not entitled to prove in competition with the other 

Ts. 


J 
3 
: 
é 
! 


is 
section ’’ ; thoee words clearly referred to the contract, whether in 
or verbal, which had been dealt with in section 2; ‘sub-section 3 (d). 
Riesy, L.J., concurred. Appeal allowed.—Oounss,, J. B Bankes; H. 
Read, Q.0., and . Sonscrrors, Bower, Cotton, ¢ Bower, @ A 
Boardman, Manchester ; Robbins, Billing, § Co., for J. H. Lea, Manchester. 
(Reported by F. 0. Rostwsom, Barrister-at-Law. 








LAW SOCIETIES. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY, 
VICTORIA PENSION FUND. 





$ 6. a. 

Amount acknow last week . . r s .7,751 18 0 
Newson Littlewood , 14, St. Helen’s-place, E.0.. . 11 0 
Theodore Christophers, Henley-in-Arden, per W.H.Gray . 2 0 0 
£1,755 1 0 
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LAW ASSOCIATION, 
At a meeting of the directors, held at the Hall of the Incorporated Law 
Society, on Thursday, the 5th inst., the following bemg present—viz. : 
Messrs’ Horatio Brandon (chairman 8. J. Daw, RB. HL 








LEGAL NEWS. 


Mr. Atazer Gray, barrister, 
cellor of the Diocese of Ely, has been to succeed the late Sir 
oseph Warner as Counsel to the Chairman of Committees in the House 
Mr. Groror Evozne Soromon, solicitor, of 8-10, Great St. Helens, E.C., 
and West Hampstead, N.W., has been appointed a Commissioner for 


gs 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 


axisrezet and Oxantas Haxny Swarr, solicitors, 
sa eual (Stanksteeah & Seengh. July 28. "[Ganette, July 30. 
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709 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. Aug. 7, 
The firm of Messrs. Asprey & Harris, of 6, Furnival’s-inn, London Lich 
E.C., is dissolved by consent Mr. J. C. Asprey retires from the business, Fa atm; ee er ee oe ee o 
to which he has attended for forty-seven years, and which Mr. J. W. ue £1,008; life e Rate? ae srk te sae ed es sun 
or £2,409; life Set: ‘cee Vaal ake, eee em ae J 


Asprey will carry on at the above address so far as concerns Mr. J. O. 
"s and hisown. Mr. T. Harris will temporarily carry 
on his business at the above address. 





GENERAL. 
The judicial members of the House of Lords rose for the Long Vaca- 
tion on the 29th ult. 


It is stated that Mr. Justice Kennedy has offered to present the picture 
** Comus,”’ by the late G. Richmond, R.A., to the Liverpool Corporation 
for their permanent collection in the Walker Art Gallery, and that the 
offer has been thankfully accepted. 


The Lord Chief Justice presided over a meeting of the judges of the 
Queen’s Bench Division in his private room at the Law Courts on the 2nd 
inst., when some matters affecting the business of the Division were dis- 


The Westminster Gazette cays that the late Chief Justice Lefroy was 
trying a case of larceny in the South of Ireland, and a little girl of six or 
seven came into the witness-box, and was asked what would be the result 
of falsely. ‘*‘ Why, sir,’’ said the little maid, ‘‘I suppose if I 
told a lie I would not get my expinses.’’ 


The court of the Lord Chief Justice, says the Pall Mall Gazette, pre- 
sented a novel appearance on Thursday morning. About mid-day the 
Lord Chief Justice, having ordered the doors and windows to be opened, 
: ** Really, this is too oppressive. I shall remove my wig and 
gown and shall allow tle barristers before me to do the same.’’ He depo- 
sited his on the table at his side, and his example was promptly 
followed by the bar. 


A ees ag of the Daily Telegraph says that in Scandinavia the lot 
of a constable is so full of enjoyment that barristers lesve the bar and 
solicitors their desks and parchments in order to join theforce. A candi- 
date once accepted is provided for ina luxurious manner during the remain- 
der of his life. His quarters will bear comparison with a first-class club, 
and he has piano and singing lessons free of charge. In this country 
when a person becomes very excitable when locked up in a cell, nothing 
is left for him but to dash himeelf against the wall or submit to a strait 
waistcoat. But in Scandinavia, when such a thing occurs, a musical 
constable wheels the police-station piano into the cell and sings and plays 
—_ selections to the prisoner until the latter either sees the error of 
ways and becomes calm, or quietly falls asleep. 


The following headnotes, says the American Case and Comment, appear 
in Kulp’s report of a recent Pennsylvania cace: ‘‘1. When a cow, city- 
bred and country-sold, dissenting from its changed environment, and dis- 
regarding the right of its purchaser, returns to the city and conducts her- 

upon the highway in a manner prejudicial to little children, and 
— to municipal ordinances, a constable who recognizes her as an 
pe fae pm ag and extends the friendly shelter of his barn, being 
therein by a policeman, is not guilty of obstructing the latter in 
the performance of duty by subsequent refusal to surrender possession, 
without evidence upon the record shewing special authority in the police- 
man from the mayor under the ordinance involved, because, in the absence 
thereof, neither officer had exclusive right, and hence the constable being 
prior in tempore, was potior in jure. 2. Semble, a case which involves, upon 
certiorari, judicial relation of a cow to a constable, and of both to a 
more elaborate consideration than courts usually 

upon litigation originating before justices of the peace.” 





COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota or Reaisrrans tx ATTENDANCE ON 


Appzat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
No. 2. Norra. Sriguixe. 
9 Mr. Ward Mr. Rolt Mr. Farmer 
Godfrey 
Ward Rolt Farmer 
12 Pemberton King 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Kexewion. Romer. Breyg. 
9 Me. Pugh Mr. Jackson Mr. Beal 
10 Lavie D Leach 
1 Jackson Beal 
12 Lavie Leach 





will commence on Friday, the 13th day of August, 1807, and ter- 
y, the 25rd day of October, 1697, both days inclusive ; 


THE PROPERTY MART. 


RESULT OF SALE. 
Mesers. H. E. Fostzn & Ceaxrierp held their fortnightly sale of Reversions and Lif 
Policies at the Mart, E.C., on Thursday last, the following interests being : 








sold ; ~ 
fe 250) London, and South Coast Railway Com 
o Onilinary Glock aad 450) Two ond These akerons 
Abatiets, ta costume of 41008 Tee ehe fell pa Oak. 
a 
Consolidated Stock ; life we ete = “2 £280 





WakrnineG To intenpinc Hovse Purcuasers anp Lesszes.—Before pur. 
chasing or ren a house, have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Examined, Tested, and Reported Upon by an Expert from Messrs. Carter 
Bros., 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee quoted on receipt of full 
particulars, (Established 21 years.)—[Apvr.] 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazetie,—Faivay, July 30. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luocrep m Caanorry. 

Davin Jones & Co, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented July 24, directed to be 
heard on Aug9 Ward & Co, King st, Cheapside, solors for petners Notice of appear 
ing must the above-named not later than 2 o’clock in the afternoon of Aug 7 

Excsayee Taust Co, Limrrep (1s Liquipatioy)—Creditors are roy on or 
Sept 1, to send their names an , and Se ecingen of their debts or claims, 
to Mr Arthur Gifford, Blomfield House, London Well Jenkins & Co, solors for the 
liquidator 

H Heisze & Co, Lunren—Peta for winding up, presented = 4 26, directed to be heard 
on Aug9 Bordman & Co, Victoria House, Trinity st, Southwark, solors for petner 
ewnap Sig $ appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the after. 
noon of Aug 4 

Horrmayn’s Upricut Rouier Castor Syspicats, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on 
or before Sept 20, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to John Macdonald Henderson, 2, Moorgate st bl 

Leamixetow Cyciz Co, Liurreo—Petn for windi g up. presented July 26, directed to be 

heard on Monday, Aug 9 Field & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields, agents for Smith & 

irmingham, so! for the petners Nvutice of appearing must reach the abov: 

pena ote Ene J a orediton "nh United Kingd uired, 
ETZOLD GINEERS, LIMITED 3 e Uni om are req on 
or before A ' 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Messrs Walter Stowe Bright McLaren and Christopher cay 0 M ve, 
23, Martin’s lane, Cannon st Ashurst & Co, Th: orton avenue, solors to li eliotn 
ler made by Vaughan Willi J, 


Picov, Witxs, & Laurence, oe Sy ‘an 0 4 
da’ uly 7, it was ordered that the volun winding up of the company be con- 

, Sept 
AB 


tinued Hores & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields, solors for petner 

Swansea Caninet Co, Liuirep—Creditors are required, on or before Wednesday. 
to send thei and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Davies, 58, Wind st, Swansea 

W A Luovp & Co, Lunitrzp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 16, to send their 
names and and particulars of their debts and claims, to John Ernest 
Pritchard, 71, Colmore row, Birmingham 

W N Waire & Co, Limirep (Inconporatep 1889)—Creditors are required, on or before 
Saturday, Bogs 3 to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Wi Wyatt, care of Janson & Co, 41, Finsbury circus 

Worcester Stan Hore Co, Lumrep (tn Votuntary Liquipation)—Creditors are ree 

ired, on or before Aug 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
eir debts and claims, to Lord & Parker, 3, Foregate st, Worcester, solors for the 


liquidator 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Faeenotp Liserat Civs Lanp anp Buitpine Society, Liurrep, 41, Gloucester st, Old- 
Lancaster J 


y2 
Luaypyrenoe Farenpiy Society, Golden Lion Inn, Llandyrnog, ome hy uly 21 
Coneaast Sue Error, Ancient Order of Shepherds, Foresters’ » 17, Charlotte 
st, y 21 
—_ Faiznpty Socisty, White Lion Inn, Westbury upon Trym, Gloucester 
14 


Unem Sisters Farenpiy Sick Socrery, Rose of England Lodge, Miners’ Arms Ion, 


Normanton, nr Alfreton, Derby July 21 


London Gazette.—Tuxspay, Aug. 3. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep in CHANCERY. 
Harerizip Grove axp Spaincwett Water Co, Limirep (im VoLtunrary leona 
rs are req before Aug 31, to i d addresses, 
the particulars of their debts or to George Harry Saxon, 86, Leadenhall st 

Itxtey Crescent Hore: Co, Limrrep itors are required, on or before Sept sy 
send their names and addresses, and oe partomen ot their debts or claims, to 
William Stones, of the firm of H.W &J Blackburn, Bradford Rhodes, Brad- 
ford, solor for liquidator ‘ 

Mixes Szizctiox Co, Liurrzp—Creditors are sie, on or before Sept 4, to send their 
Dames and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John Stukely 
eer ae, nal aye Ingle & Co, st, solors for the 
iquidator 


are required, on or before Aug 16, to send their names and addresses, and the 
lars of their debts or claims, to Walter Davies, 5, Winckley Preston 

Rovermoyt, Liur are required, on or before 11, to send their names 
and addresses. of their debts or claims, Radcliffe, 28, 


and the 
’ 
Chapel st, Liverpool Layton & Melly, Liverpool, solors for the liquidator 
P-L “Topeare Hi” Co, Luatrzp—Creditors are — = or before st 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their or claims, to 
Nott and W Becket Hill, liquidators 
Sreamsuir “ Ricnuoxp Hitt” 
to names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
Nott and W Becket Hill, 


uidators 
Sreausuair “ Tower Hitt Gon Laimrrep—Creditors ore required, on or before font 148 
send their addresses, or claims, :: a 


names and and the particulars of their de 
Nott and W Becket Hill, liquidators 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 


whe, 


EE ot fre vi vtct oe 


, Lixrrep—Creditors are required, on or in i 


1897. 7 


Canisti1an Murvat Asp Society, Wesleyan Chapel Schoolrooms, High st, Witney, — 


Oxford July 21 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES, 


UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram, 
Gaauax, Wrustax, Aston Tube Works, Birmingham’ Aug 21° Peel v Graham, Stirling, 
A v 
J.’ Beachorott & Co, Theobald’s rd 4 


a 
4 
v4 


“Et ee 





, oe 


AMt 


ky 


EGF # 


REFER 


Coup’ 
ah 
Ess, ] 


Fatx01 


PERRET EFEE fe? 


af 


isi 
Fors 


atoleet 








od to be 
appeat- 
be 

before 
claims, 
for the 
e heard 
t petner 
e after. 


ired, on 
ir debts 


+ be 
n 
jired, on 
ir debts 


ve, 
ridators 
iams, J, 
’ be con- 


, Sept 8, 
tc AB 


nd their 
. Ernest 


r before 
sir debts 
} are fe- 


ulars of 
for the 


st, Old- 


1 
harlotte 
oucester 


ms Ion, 


IDATIOB) 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 


(Vol. 41.) 70% 





Aug. 7s 1897, 
—— 





, Jomx, ter, Aug 8 Chaplin v Masterman, North, J 
a. — Cambridge yde pk 


mr, Wns, ry Berkeley, Gloucester, Draper Aug 20 Alpass v Codd, 


London Gasetie.—Fauivay, July 16. 


Wrti1am Droco Dux st Oct18 Duke of Manchester v 
Maxotalcraft, Kekewich, J Nicholl, Howard st, 
Pransox, Gzoncz, Durham, Gent Aug 24 Pearson v Savage, North, J Yeoman, 
Darlington 
Marhamchurch, Cornwall Aug 20 Brayv Pethick, Romer, J 
y, Devon ' 
London Gasette—Tunspar, July 20, 
Caourrox, Wuatam, Wigan Aug 2% Stuart v Lymn, Régistrar, Liverpool Dean, 
verpoo! 


Haray Kine, Wyomi: Beulah hill, Norwood, Secretary Aug 31 Evans v 

a nen, Kekewich, J Castle, King st, Cheapside ’ 

TasnAye, tog: Horr, Plymouth, Solicitor Aug $1 Trehane v Trehane, Kekewich, J 
Rendell, row 


Lendon Gasette.—Faivay, July 22. 
p Seemagren, Geet Aout Aug 9 Jones v Jones, 


Pernicx, NaTHANI 
Peter, Hols 


Joxzs, Eowarp, aioe 3 
Romer, J iver George, nyl 


Lovo Many, ath Sotho Aug % Darlow v Robinson, Registrar, Manchester 


Rumer, — Formby, Lancaster, retired Farmer Aug 26 Rimmer v Rimmer, 
Registrar, Liverpool Sefton, Liverpool 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Oram. 
London Gasetie.—Fatvay, July 90. 
Bexrizy, Txomas, Endon, Stafford, Farmer Aug 28 Hollingshead, Tunstall 


Bouse, THOU e Qetece, Northumberland, Fisherman Sept 8 Dickinson & Co, 
( 
Bazwax, Mantua Tuawen, St John’s Wood Aug 31 Hollams & Co, Mincing In 


BuLiEr, ges Epuuxp Maryincuam Mannineuam, Stafford Augl4 Blagg & Co, 


CuanKe, _ Dovertor, South Kensington Sept1 Palmer & Co, Trafalgar sq 
Cuzec, Janz Hopasow, Southport Aug 2i Marshall, Halifax 

Coutpwsi1, Bexsamin, Deepear, York Aug 31 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

Ravin, The —- Rosset Fseraveox, Yelverton, Norfolk Aug 27 Park & Co, 
Exess, Ex1za, Margate Sept6 Hills, Margate 

Evans, Exizanets, Chester Aug 22 Barker & Rogerson. Chester 

Fatirowzs, Eurty, Bath Sept29 Rooke & Macdonald, Bath 

Power, Orrve Avausta, Macclesfield Septil Bostock, Hyde 

ae Ricuarp Symons, Brookwood, Surrey Sept13 Gamlen & Burdett, Gray’s inn 


Gehoee , Epwarp Meyaiox, the V Rev, Tun! Wells 15 Tatham & 
Procter, Lincoln’s inn fields ” . antes — nf 


Guzzy, FRepeRick, Liverpool aw 31 Green & Williams, Nottingham 
Garrix, Hexny Anruvr, Yarmouth Aug 381 Royle & Co, Bedford row 
Haw, Wit.14m, High Hill Farm, Derby, Farmer Aug 23 “Holker & Co, Manchester 


Haxpy, Ricuarp Biowzi1t, Camberwell; and Frances Hazpy, Worcester Sept 28 
umont & Son, Lincoln’s inn fields 


Besees, Taxis, Malzeard, en, York, Rope Maker Augil Edmundson & Gow- 
Jouxsox, WiLLiaM, Macclesfield, Silk Throwster Aug 30 Mair & Blunt, Macclesfield 
Joxzs, Many, Balham Sept 3 Harston, Bishopsgate st Within 

Jonzs, Rostat Puacne, Ynysgain, Carnarvon, Barrister Aug28 Jones & Jones, Port- 
Kuepou, Cuartes Wyxpaam, Weston super Mare Aug 31 Harry & Co, Cardiff 
Latcurorp, Joszrn, Sandwich, Gas Works Manager Sept? Hills, Margate 

Mavaice, Lord James, Handsworth, Grocer Sept4 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

Lroxs, Geraup, St James’ssq Septi0 Randolph, Old Serjeant’s inn 


Muacr Wares Hewny, Wimbledon Sept 1 Peacock & Goddard, South sq, 


Manne Winstax Paves, Hawkhurst, Kend -Sept 1 Hannam-Clark & Oo, Gloucester 

Musraarr, Axwe, Liverpool Sept 10 Lamb & Kyffin-Taylor, Liverpool 

Nossirzx, Gzonce Jouw, Erdington, Warwick, Manufacturer Sept 15 Wright & 
Mrs Lypia Axx, Cheltenham, Glos Sept 29 Winterbothams & Gurney, 


Pansowacz, Wriu1am, Yardley, Worcester Sept 18 Wright & Marshall, Birmingham 
Pazstox, Nesvcuapwezzar, Lytham, Lanes,Grocer Aug 20 Morris, Chorley 


Retag, Bemumye Mser Pees, Sete eee a Aug % Batten 
Rosgats, Wii114mu Croton, Birmingham, Grocer Aug %i Foster & Co, Birmingham 


Rorps, Caruanivs, Brighton Aug 31 Torr & Co, Abingdon st, Westminster 
Sisuzy, Tuomas, Weymouth Sept 29 Sismey & Sismey, Serjeant’s inn 
Goamavuss, Gesreset Razsen, Lineitein Gain Geletiee Sept 2 
Sraser, fous, Batters Aug 81 Wright, Victoria st 

Unsay, W114, Sutton, Surrey Aug 21 “Braper, Vincentst _ 
Wann, Exiza Jemma, Wimbledon Oct 1 Hukiters & Haynes, New sq 
Wetcn, Hannizrr, Dover Septi7 Lewis & Pain, Dover 

Wayrts, Tracy, Brixton Sept 30 Ward &Co, King st, Cheapside 
Wicorrnsn, Many Axx, Chester Aug2i Barker & Rogerson, Chester 
Wrison, Mancanet, Hampstead Sept2 Coventon, Gray’s inn sq 
Waeeg, Peete, eigen em, Sop By Aug 18 Edmundson & Gowland, 


‘Woop, Hannier, Droylsden, Lancs Aug? Richards, Ashton under Lyne 


London Gasetie.—Tuxspay, Aug, 3. 
Rariazey, the Rev Jona Dessanmmens, Mental Aug30 JO Taylor & Sons, Nor- 


Braxsy, Wiiiam Barven, Liversedge Sept 80 Clough, Cleckheaton 
Coxgx, Axx, Kentish Town Sept 11 Woodbridge & Sons, Serjeant’s inn, Fleet st 
Craxstox, Mancanet, Morpeth Sept1 Webb, Morpeth 
Davipsox, Many Any, Cumberland Sept3 Arnison & Co, Penrith 
Dotmanx, Recinatp Louris, Streatham Sept 14 Herschell, Brixton 

Fawny Manta, Leichharat, New South Wales Ang 28 Blyth & Co, Gresham 
Guznr, Tuomas, Islington, Bookbinder Sept1 Starling & Wright, Gray’s inn oq 
Hatiam, Janes Anusrnona, Blackheath Sept Wood, Blackheath 
Hewrrr, Joun, Sheffield, Grocer Sept 1 A Taylor & Co, Sheffield 
Hiaarvsox, Cunigrorusr, Farnworth, nr Bolton J Phethean Monks, Bolton 
Jounstow, Jauzs Gripeet, Hyde pk sq Aug 31 Baker & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Jounstox, Wittiam, Croydon Septs Layton & Co, Budge row 
Jouzs, Wii.14m, Rollscourt aynue, Herne Hill Sept 18 Ingle & Co, Threadneediest 
Kino, Jonx, Surbiton hill, Surrey, Fruiterer Sept 6 Button & Co, Covent Garden 
Lamow, Witi14m Gzoner, Blackheath, J P, Barrister Sept 15 Richards & Co, Finsbury 


Owes, damn, Carnasven Sept 4 Morris Owen, Carnarvon 

Psnxs, Francis, Stourbridge, Worcester, Grocer Sept 17 Wall & James, Stourbridge 
Pratt, James, Leicester, Farmer Sept 3 Place, Leicester 

Rayner, Axwe, Leeds Septi7 Rider, Leeds 

Rarnas, Sauvet, Leeds Sept17 Rider, Leeds — 

Ricuarpsos, Caantzs Wit11am, Chiswick ot 8 Button & Co, Covent Garden © 
Sz.iimes, Canouixe Ayn, Chiswick Sept 3 Layton & Co, Budge row 

Suzanx, Joux Wii114ms, Bedminster, Bristol, Insurance Agent Aug 26 Gilmore & Co, 


Sxow, Wit114m Gaanos, Thosnthwaite with Padside, York, Farmer Sept 1 Kirby & 


Witiiams, Cuanczs Berry, Alresford, Hants Sept 1 Jacob, Abergavenny 
Wriu1ameox, Heisx, Enfield Wash Sept i0 Avery & Son, Finsbury pavement 
Fours, Aeses Mewni, Shaietins Bept 14 Capel-Cure & Ball, Clement’s inn, 


Somerville, Lin- 








eo 
es 





BANKRUPTCY NOTICES, 
London Gasetie.—Frivay, July 30. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Aoveey fuses Janz, York, Draper York Pet July 27 bSaly et ouy 


Aaxots, Bucnano, Abingdon, Berks Oxford Pet July 26'|-p_,™ pont, 
Asaronb, Eiuts, Ealisbury, Wilts, Tobecoonist Salisbury poses aod 
duumowrn Jons, Manchester, Land Agent Manchester onpet duly 10 Ord 
y1 
¥, Toons Apnauan Halifax, Insurance Agent Hali- upon 
; -%— July 28 Ord July 95" a Haatsr, Lime t 


Boom, Pr Pro, Aberavon, Glam Neath Pet July 26 


uly 
Caup & Sos, Twickenham Brentford Pet June 3 Ord 
uly 27 
Ons CR, 


East Ham, Essex, Builder High Court 
pity 8 ord sy 27 Pr -~ 
ERTE, , Kennington rd, Perfumers High ‘ 
Court Pet June 30 Ord July .. 


Drax, Janes Epwarp, 

Dox towmeman Manchester Bee July Ort duly a 
GLAS, ANNE Mame, ey 
= eeper yd, Jah ya oa 

Dveeax, Se. Jarrow, _Dyaee, Baker Newcastle on 


Jul Ord July 
Bees, Tun Tuomas, Case G "Waketel, Cattle Dealer 
Bet July 20” Or Ord July 26 





Shag Uyan pa duly 17 Ona 


poem, Grocer 


> ies Bees 
Shrewsbury Pet 


Baggy Spree, Reeth Nottingham Pet July 27 Ord 


Pores, Haney, Ord ae 


Zavane Sardis Newington High Court Pet July ite Merthyr Tydfil Pet July 97 
Fish Dealer Oldham Pet July 37 


2 Fevvisiom Messhant Manchester Ration Pat Pat Julyae bed et Say 
Baker ee —  -¥ 
ea Pet ae. ‘Ged galy 98 36. Ord 


a Tt Seip ao Ont Ord July =F eal 
Brarr, Hatuees, Derby, Painter Derby Pet July 28 ¥ iis Joe Bt 15 lego 


PP Biocion owe Pe daly 1 Oasaye 


Ire Beiige, Salop, Grover 
at, Strand High 


mat Haar, Boracay High Court 
Mater Bredford Pot July 2 


- a 
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Grows, Kzuz1a Canotivz, Bournemouth ‘Winchester Pet 
July 26 Ord July 26 

Wri, ~ , Staffs, Greengrocer Hanley 

{ i Stockton on Tees 


Maidenhead. Berks, Dairyman 

Pet July 26 Ord July 26 
wiPet duly 2, y oy ~ yg trantor Manchester 
my ae ‘% te Agent 
Wiiu1ameor, INE, Nottingham, Esta’ D 
+ 23, Ord July 28 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of July 16: 


come, Fee Paanx, Bromley 
13 July 19 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gasette of July 47: 


Croydon Pet July 


Vernxox, Tomas, Jun, Walton on Thaines, Photo 
Engraver High Court Pet June 10 Ord July 15 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Axsry, Faayx, Windsor, Carpenter Aug9atil Herbert 
& Bon, 95, Peascod st, Windsor 
Anpnew, Saran Jaye, yas, Draper Aug9at12.15 Off 
Avusreapeney, Rosert, Pontefract Augé atii Off Rec, 
6, Bond ter, Wakefield 
aLEY, THoMas. ABRAHAM, a. Insurance Agent Aug 
ane ‘tll Off Rec, Townhall ch: mbrs, Halif 
—_— ey ett Glam, Haulier Aug 11 at 12 
Buourt, Wirit1am Josern, Leicester, Printer Aug 6 at 
12.30 Off . ige st, Lei 
Bovaxp, Ayers 'ATRICK Secore, Harrow, Builder Aug 
9at3 Off Rec, 95, Temple chm! brs, Temple avenue 
Brookes, Waseme, ane. Samvet Brooxes. es, Lancs, 
Bricklayers ug 6at2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man 


ee ee as Glam, Baker Aug 12 at 3 
a eoneqes Augé6at3 Off Rec, 


65, 
Corus, Karz, 
Junction, High st, Portsmouth 
Datty, Wii.14m, Mountain Ash, Glam, Grocer Aug 9 at 
12 High st, 


q ry 
Daswey, Wi1114m Janes, New Broad st, Solicitor Aug 6 
put tears Easel vanes 
, WILLIAM 
2, Offa st, Hereford 
Tuomas, Carr 
6 at 10.30 Off Reo 


urseryman Aug 10 at 2.30 

nr Wakefield, Cattle Dealer 

6, Bond ter, Wakefield 
Leyton, Baker Aug 6 at1 Bankruptcy 


~ mad 
11414 Hewry, Sydenham, Grocer Aug 9 at 
11.49 4, Railway app ; aK poe ay re 
onN xo Potters 


amzs, and ” GuappERs 
‘Ang Gat 11.30. Off Ree, 6, ter, Wakefield 
vision Momence Aug 9 


Gansipz, Hexry, Manchester, 
at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Gazzy, ‘i a Aug 9 at2.15 Off 
Guwsor, nib, High Alford, Lincs, Grocer Aug 9 at 12 
Off Rec, 48, , ae 
eS eee Boot Manufacturer 


Hoxgpey, 
ey James, [te ey 9 at 2.30 


ILLIAM, South: Grocer oe. and at 
Cambridge junction, High st, P 


Wri1iam Micnart, West Gorton, Manchester, 
MN Gontedtioner Aug 6 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 


—. ae ningien Aug 9 atii Bank- 
Tuomas, Poet Porchester st, Hyde pk, Clerk 
Aug 9 at 12 Bankru st 53 
Masoy, Joszru, Madeley, i ictualler Aug 
18 at 2 court 
neaten Gores Exxest, and Epuunp Wess, Notting- 
ham Manufacturers 


dy ‘an’ Aug 6 at 3 Off Rec, 
pun Geet Sh i, me 
aGz, WILLIAM, vesen 16 at 12 115, High st, 
Hoc ug Hig! ’ 
Panso’ ost James, Eastbourne Aug 6 at 11.30 
ecm Rn Bradford, Plumber A 
IMEZON y, 9 at ll 
Of Hee, 31, Manor row, Bradtord 4s 
ear yak wey 4 Foreman Baker Aug 9 at 
Off Rec, ame ieee Southampton 
Rass Watrsn = Strand Aug 9 
Eevson, Jvuuivs, Biamtead, Teacher of Languages 


‘Aug 9 at 12° Bankru; 
Aug liatili Off Rec, 
Manor row, Bradford 


Buver, Atrrep, 
BScrivex, — CHanrues, 4, Momrbciden, Glows Jarchant 
Aug 6 at 3.15 ws Moberley, 


Sura, Wautsx, Warmfield cum Heath, Yorks, Collector 
> aaa Aug 6 at 2.20 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wake- 


nen ys Wi Grocer Aug 6 at 12.30 
, Wivenhoe, Essex, ug 6 a! 
| yr Gapoums, Bournemouth Ang 10 at 3.30 


st, Southampton ‘linea 
Let Bromley Aug 24, 
a London 


Hsu de 
Ta Far aor abate Delp 
i, Glos, Tanjereges Ang 6 
Bi, oun ~ in, Mon, Innkeeper Aug 10 at 3 
65, High st, 


Ev 


Jorgtd0. Of Ree, ‘Cam 





r Tyda 
is FO a ee 





SHAM Builder Aug 6 a3 
wes oa eto jun, Redhill, Surrey, ug 
"Outliers Manager Aug 6 
way app, London Bridge 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
aa} Janz, York, Draper York Pet July 26 


7 
Annee Bucmano, Abingdon, Berks Oxford Pet July 26 
ASHFORD, ELLEN, & Seay, Wilts, Tobacconist Salisbury 


Pet July «+> 

aK tk ee ‘ord, Builder Oxford Pet July 

Baker, ‘Tnomas Aurezp, Bournemouth, Builder Poole 
Pet July1 Ord July 26 

Baey, a A Asranam, Akroydon, Halifax, Insurance 
Agent Halifax Pet July 28 Ord July 28 

nage. Puese, Aberayon, Glam, Greengrocer Neath 
‘et 

st, Regent st High Court 


waent Wastin 
at 12.30 


a "Hoos, Ord = b. 

nem, oo 

Bu eee er Faepericx Ju.ivs, Gracechurch st, 
Merchant High Court Pet May 19 Ord July 28 

Beas, — Derby, Painter Derby Pet July 28 


CLaBKE Wituras Orrto, lane, Commission Agent 
ms High Gourt Pet Tone 9 ¢ Jaly 27 ; 
|AVIES, warp Eanes Cycle Agen 
Brighton Pet July 17, Ord yaly 96 
Dean, James Epwarp, Cheetham, Bleacher’s 
Townsman ester Pet July 27 Ord July 27 
Dexyison, Watters, New Union st High Court Pet 
a ee pl, Regent st High 
UGLAS, RNE ARIE, 
Court Pet Jul: aA A uly 27 


Dvuaeean, Danret, , Baker Newcastle on 


Tyne Pet Jul rd ‘Ord July 26 
Pod ay 4 
Every, Fi | a Epping, Grocer onton Pet July 
20 y 26 
Farren, Henry, ae Newington High Court Pet July 
28 Ord July 
ester Pet July 10 Ord July 27 
Greexwoop, Heaton, B Trent, Hatter Burton 
Griuztt, Erxest, West » Draper Sunderland 
Pet June 26 Ord July 27 
Kingston Hull Pet 26 “Dred Jal ~~ 5 —_— 
upon Hi 
Howarzp, Joux Taomas, bialdon Essex, ipbuilder 
Chelmsford Pet Junei4 Ord July 26 
gford Edmonton Pet 
: ee Ord Jul bs Platting. 
NMAN, sonrn J 
ee Taly i 15 Ord July 28 
ore: Hfenoeet Witu14m, Southsea, Grocer Portsmouth 
uly 24 Ord July 24 
Doncaster, Mineral Water Manufacturer 
d Pet June 18 oe only 38 
LeAVESLEY, Boot Manufacturer 
Leicester 
Levy, Davip Atpert, Maida Vale High Court Pet July 
2 Ord July 27 
McKean “Anominato, Daeg Gower st h 
Court Pet July 28 Ord July 29 me 
ca. Jou. 

Pace, Wiuttam, Gravesend Rochester Pet July 23 Ord 
Payne, Wnesan, Nottingham Nottingham Pet July 27 
Ord July 27 - ‘3 
Pa San ot Merthyr Tyaat Merthyr Tydfil Pet July 27 
Rapus, Troms Hexsert, Iron B Sal Grocer 
5 ‘Ord Jul ridge, Op, 

Ord July 
Boome, het on ee Furnisher High Court Pet 
Bonives, yas Cranes, 8) 
Sazaren, Geonae, South Wi 
Pet May 31 Ord 2 


Eccies, THomas. nr Wakefield, Cattle Dealer 
Wakefield Pet July 26 
a leeee, Manchester ester, Provision Merchant Man- 
urton on 
on Trent Pet July 6 Ord July 22 
ee FrReperiox, 
Host, Frepsrice am Chin: 
cane, Baker Man- 
chester 
Law, go 
Sheffiel 
Pet July 26 Ont July 27 
Liu Farpanick James, Betshen, Jobmaster High Court 
Pet Ord Jul 
TS Cumbcriand, Farmer Carlisle 
uly 28 Ord July 28 
Leicester, Eas Manufacturer Leicester 
July 26 Ord July 
Pet July 27 
Rives, Asounn, Bradford, Slater Oe tard Pet July 26 
July 26 
urbridge Pet July 23 Onli 23 
ri ow 
“a. 
a ES ao Ocd 
Pet July 28 Ord July 


gunn ; fA Wer) 


Bromwich Pet Jul 
ns -— 8t ’s Cray, Kent, Butcher Croydon 
July 20 


Sroxz, iezta t Canon, Bournemouth Winchester Pet 
July 2% Ord Ji 
orem, nasa, ale, Staffs, Greengrocer Hanley Pet 


OHM, Stockton on a Joiner Stockton on Tees 
July 27 Ord July 
Taywtosn, ALPHONSO 4 Stockton on 

Stockton on Tees Pet July 2 22 Ord july a 


Tarts, 


Trickery, Frayx Saxnrorp, 
W Pet July 26 Ord July 26 

Wanrvie, Simuzon 7 Manchester 
Pet Jul uly 27 Ord July #7 

Watkins, naan A Cardiff, Boot Dealer Cardiff Pet 
June 18 Ord Ji 


Ware, Watrer, po » om Marcaret McDowne., 
eta Costumiers Newport Pet July 6 
y 
Wituiamsow, Atzine, jun, Estate Agent 
Nottingham Pet Pet Tele 38 Ord July 28 
London Gasette-—Tuzspay, Aug. 3. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Axspaew, Jony, Cornwall, Butcher Truro Pet July 27 
Ord July 28 


Somerset, Builder Yeovil - 

rd, Builder High Court Pet 

AyLwarp, Weasn Tuowas Peres, Frinsdbury, — 
Beerhouse Keeper Rochester Pet July 17 ‘ 


Anxwo.p, Ciement, Cucklington, 
Pet July 6 Ord July 30 


y29 Ord July 


July 29 
Benpas! Henry, Willenhall, Stafford, Butcher Wolver 
ham, Pet July 29 ‘Ord July 29 
asenk, Suffolk, Baker 


Bazroy, Atrrep Epwarp, Gt 
Colchester Pet July 29 Ord July 29 

Barrens, Susan saa, Fem Perranzabuloe, Cornwall Traro 
Pet July15 Ord July 28 


Brown, James, ety Music Publisher Bradford Pe 


July 28 Ord Jul 
Conwar, Ce Batham Wandsworth Pet July5 
29 
Eaesoro. Hanns, , Fishmonger Pete 
d 29 Ord July 29 ; 
Giuuesriz, seed jas, Hananeavi, oncaster, Veterinary 
urgeon Pet July 30 pe Lf 
Gairrin, ne aa iain 3 High Court 
Pet July 29 Ord July 29 
Hopasox, soe Labourer Kingston 


upon Hull 
upon Hull ‘Pet July 29 Ord July 29 
Lewes, CLARENCE, — 


ood, Essex Chelmsford Pet 
July 14 Ord Jul uly 24 
Lari rm Goever’ Victoria Ord July 8 , Boot Manufacturer 


17 
Munces, Hiesae, pit * Paes A Sheffield 
y 
Pe. ite Soerpent, Estate Agent Liverpool 
Pet June 21 Ord 
Monee bana Ord Endlow, Salop, Butcher Leominster 


ym g 
Rayson, on room Leicester Pet July # 
Ord July 30 


Soaren, erien. a Butcher Lin- 
Ber duly 3)" Ord July 30 _ ; 


Rossirex, Jonn Wester, Frome, Somersets, 
er Frome Pet July 30 Ord July 90 


Mak: ; 
Simpson, Artuun THom oo or 
house Keeper High Court Pet July 29 Ord J haben 

Syxes, Eowin Jony, Tottenham, Physician 
Pet July 10 Ord July 28 

Weermay, Henry, jaieni Cheslyn Mog, oe Weleall, Grocer 
Walsall Pet July 20 Ord July 29 r 


— wo 
coln 


Wuire, oe Wassan Wuire, and Mosges W: 
Park lane, Se Staffs Ironfounders Dudley 
July 26 Ord July 26 

Amended notice substituted for ot pitched in the 
London Gazette of July 
Ho.t.anp, Joun THomas, Battersea, neha Wands- 
worth Pet July18 Ord July 13 
Amended notice substituted for that reas in the 
London Gazette of July 30 
‘Wanvxe, Siumzox, Mateos, Contractor Minder Pet 
July'27 Ord July 27 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Anprew, Joun, Scorrier, Cornwall, Butcher Aug 12 at 19 } 


7 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 
Asurou, ELLex Salisbury, Wilts, Tobacconist Aug 12a © 
Off Ree, Salisbury : 


Basen, Tuomas ‘ALeaE>, — Builder Aug il 
B ny ag ey ” Glam Augili at 12 Off Reo, 
IDDER, Paas: von. ug ill at 12 
31, ‘Alomention » Swansea 
Buackuong, Eowarp Busstox, Egremont, Chester, Shop- 
walker Aug 17 at 12 of. Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liver- 


Box, Atsert Eowin, Poole, Dorset, Draper Aug 11 at4 
Antelope Poole i 

Byatt, Hersert, by, Painter Augii at12 Off Ree, 
40, Bt 's Gt, Derby 

Cross, Joun Wivt1am, Cleethorpes, Lincs, Builder a 

10 at11 Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt owen A 


Deay, James Epwanp, Cheetham, Manchester, 
Townsman Aug 1 at 2.30 of Rec, Byrom eo 


chester 
Doveras, Avwe Mage, ham pl, Regent st, Refresh- 
seek been neni 10 at 12 pd bidgs, 


Ducxworts, Tuomas Heyry, Oldham, Mineral Wi 
Manufacturer 7-7 gd 10atll Off Ree, Bank Al. 


ree cee, a 
area Tom cab Grocer Aug 12 at3 Off Res, 
ON ow Swit vv D 
znny, New votes airy- 
Ree, 46, st, Swindon 


Painter » Naw it on atl Off Res, ” 
k row, 


Haruawax, Faepenickx. . Kinron upon Hull, Baker 
‘Aug 10 at il Off Ree, Trinity H House lane, Hull ; 
Woes on at me =~ peeeeen., Cont uilder Aug 
10 Railway app uitge f 
Henmrmp, Seems, ag Balfor Lanes, ap Seociberas 
ug 


Off Rec, B 

Axruvs, Old Ford, Boot Maker > on 10 at 2.90 

Levy, Davip ALBERT, vale Augil0ati11 Bank 

'BEDERICK J. 7 Jobmaster Aug llatl# 
MoKeas, AgcHIpa.p, 7 ay grdos, Gower st Augld 
at 12 bk Carey st « 

Maztix, Joux, Th , Cumbrid, Farmer Aug 17 at 3 

0 34, st, Carlisle 


Meauz, 
Off Rec, 8, King 
Musou, Jihas, Burlay, Ton Dealez Aug 10 at 11 Bank- i 


ParEetors Obani elk ee 
Paz, Lozeyzo, l0atl0 Off Rey 
23, King Edward st, “ad 





Seed 


acorn inne a Weymouth, Stationer ans BS a 
ee ee oe Aug 14 ath mA 


Aug l0at12 Off Reo, § 
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a adad 
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lord Pet 
ufacturer 
Sheffield 
uiverpool 
~ominster 
July 9 
er Lin. 


Cabinet 
d July | 
dmonton 


ll, Grocer 


Warr, 
ley Pet 


nm the 


in the 


iter Pet 


y 12 at 12 
Aug 12at 

Aug ll 
Off Ree, 


er, Shop- 
it, Liver- 


ig ll at 4 
Off Ree, 
er Aug 


leacher’s 
st, Man- 


Refresh- 
cy bidgs, 


al Water 
chmbrs, 


Off Ree, 


ek broker 
0 at 2.30 
1 Bank- 
g liati2 
| Augld 
y 17 at 3 

Aug 8 
ig ld att 


1 Bank- 


t Reo, 8 
Off Ree, 
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Ratras, T s Henserr, Ironb Salop, Groeer 
Ag 18 at 2.15 County Court Office 
s Jonyx BGAN, Saundersfoot, 
ee oe 11 at 12.30 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Car 


marthen 
Simpson, ARTHUR Toomas, Duncan ter, City rd, 
house Keeper Aug 11 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


Carey st 

Srooxer, Apzanam, St Paul’s Cray, Kent, Butcher Aug 
11 at11.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Suirn, James Arrave, Sutton, St Helens, Lancs, Grocer 
Aug llat3 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Uspzrwoop, Groncz Frepericx, Kennington rd, Per- 
fumer Aug 12at 12 ow bldgs, Carey st 

Wacsrarr, Henry, Handsworth, Poulterer Aug 12 at 11 
23, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Warvie, Siurox, Blackpool, Contractor Augi0 at 3 Off 
Rec, st, Manchester 

‘Warner, Faeperick Witiiam, East Norfolk 
Painter Aug 14 at12 Off Rec, 8, Bing & orwich 

Wire, Josern, Witt1am Warr, and Moses Warrs, 
Tipton, Staffs, Tronfounders Aug 13 at 11 Off Rec, 

olyerhampton st, Dudley 

Witu1as, Epuunp, Liverpool, Bread Dealer Aug 16 at12 

Off Rec, 85, Victoriast, Liverpool 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Axprew, Joun, Scorrier, Cornwall, Butcher Truro Pet 
July 27 Ord July 28 : 

Asuny, Henny, Canning rd, Builder High Court Pet 
July 29 Ord July 29 

Baxer, Henry, Willenhall, Stafford, Butcher Wolver- 
hampton Pet July 28 Pet July 29 

Barrox, Atrrep Eowarp, Great Cornard, Suffolk, Baker 
Col —4 Pet — Ord July aa oh 

Biacxmore, Epwarp Burstox, Egremon' ester, Shop- 
walker Liverpool Pet June 25 Ord July 30 

Baooxes, Water, and Samust Brooxss, Eccles, 
Bricklayers Salford Pet July 21 Ord ae bd 

Browy, James, Bradford, Music Publisher Bradford Pet 
July 28 Ord July 28 

Eaasoro, Harry, Peterborough, Fishmonger Peterborouh 
Pet July 29 Ord July 29 

Giutesriz, James Haroreaves, Doncaster, Veterinary 

Surgeon Sheffield Pet July 30 Ord July 30 

Gunes, Jomr, Skegnes, Shoemaker Boston Pet July 14 
y 

Hopasow, Joux, Kingston upon Hull, Labourer Kingston 
upon Hull Pet yaly 29 Ord July 29 

Joxzs, Rosert, Bedminster, Bristol, Builder Bristol Pet 
July 14 Ord July 20 

Massam, WALTER meyoens, | -—. nm oe Aeruur Diss, 
Kingston upon > anufacturer Kingston 
upon Hull Pet July 7 Ord July 30 

Menzies, Georce, Durham, Farmer Durham Pet July 8 
Ord July 29 

Mercer, Henry, Sheffield, Commission Agent Sheffield 
Pet July 28 Ord July 29 

Morgan, Exizasetu, Ludlow, Salop Leominster Pet 
July 28 Ord July 29 

Pur«is, Atrrep, Micheldever, Hants, Foreman Baker 
Winchester Pet July 23 Ord July 29 

Rayson, Joun, Leicester, Groom Leicester Pet July 29 
Ord July 30 


y 

Rosixson, JOSEPH, Pelee, Notts, Butcher Lin- 
coln Pet July 30 Ord July 30 é 

Rossirer, Jonn WESLEY, Frome, Somersets, Catinst Maker 
Frome Pet July 30 Ord July 30 

Smpsoy, AnrHur Tuomas, Duncan ter, City rd, Lodging 
house Keeper High Court Pet July 29 Ord July 29 

Spzgp, WaLtTer Hamvyy, Clement’s inn, Strand, Solicitor 
High Court Pet May22 Ord July 30 

Unpgewoop, Grorar Frepenicx, Kennington rd, Perfumer 
High Court Pet June 30 Ord July 28 

Weermay, Hewry, jun, Cheslyn Hay, nr Walsall, Grocer 
Walsall Pet July 29 Ord July 29 

Warrz, Joszpx, Wittiam Waite, and Moses Wuirs, 
Tipton, Staffs, Ironfounders ‘Dudley Pet July 23 
Ord July 30 


Amended Notice su>stituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of the 30th July. 
Wanpue, Siuzon, Blackpool, Contractor Manchester Pet 
July 27 Ord July 27 





All letters intended for publication in the 
* Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 

Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post- 
age, 53s, WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 
26s. 6d.; by Post, 28s. 6d, Sontorrors’ 
JOURNAL, 26s, 6d. ; by Post, 28s. 6d. Volwmes 
bound at the ofice—cloth, 2s, 9d., half law 
calf, 5s. 6d, “ 
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and Is. 6d. tins. It can be obtained from all chemists, 
gore, ne eee, oe Se Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, Limited, 
, 61 and 62, Bunhill-row, London, E.C. 


yas NATIONAL REVERSIONARY IN- 
VESTMENT C©O., LIMITED. Founded 1867, 


REVERSIONARY INTERESTS (Absolute and Contin. 
t), LIFE INTERESTS, UIFE POLICIES, and 





The Company pays all its own Costs of Purchase. 
Apply to Szcrzrany, 63, Old Broad-street, London, E.C. 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY: 
LIMITED 
(Estastisaepv 1828), 
le le 
Advance - upon these Securities. 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £613.725. 
17, KING’S ARMS YARD, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


HCENIX FIRE OFFICE, 19, Lomparp- 
street, and 57, Caanine-cross, Loxpox. 
Established 1782. 
Lowest Current Rates. 
Liberal and Prompt Settlements. 
Assured free of all Liability. 
Electric Lighting Rules supplied. 


W. ©. Macponaxp, 
¥. B. Macpoxa.p, 








Joint 
Secretaries. 





Special Advantages to Private Insurers. 
THE IMPERIAL oysvrancz company 


tnuarzp, FIRE, 
Established 1808. 
B.C, 22, Pall Mall, 8.W., and 47, 


Ly Paid-up, £300,000. 
B. COZENS SMITH, General Manager. 


1, Ola 
Subscribed 





ADVANCES ON NOTE OF HAND WITHOUT 
SURETIES. 


ESSRS. EDWARDS & O©O., of 17, 
ADVANCES trees 000 upmende os to taeet ancet liberally 
with any gentleman introducing business of above nature. 


Pos A 3 


REV ERSIONARY ond LIVE INTEERSTS 
in LANDED or FUNDED PROPERTY or other 


eg gg A 


Annuities 
VERSIONARY TY (LIMITED), 
1835. 
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NEW PALACE STEAMERS (LTD.) 


GREATLY REDUCED FARES to and from MARGATE 
pg eh me gl SS may DAY 
» Second Saloon, 4s.; First Saloon, 56. Return. 


On. I-NOOR a SOUTHEND, z 

FS ys Mame 0 Fhe 13 
IA BELGIQUE to SOUTHEND, MAR- 
G. ani OSTEND on Mondays, Thursdays, and 
Fenchurch-street Station at 





O* ENT COMPANY’S YACHTING 
CRUISES to the BALTIO. 





The Steamship “GARONNE,” 3,901 tons register, 


Will leave London, 25th August, visiting 


Cuxuavex, Bausssurret (Baltic Canal), Hourerav, 
Kronstapt, 8r. Ferenssurc (for Moscow), Srocx- 
HOLM, Wispy, Corznnacsn, CunisTiania, 


Arriving back in London on the 23rd September. 
Panes raom 356 Guineas. 





Managers: F. Green & Co. ; Anderson, Anderson, & Co, 


See pounae souty to the lattes Aun 06 6, Fenchaadh- 
Avenue, London, B.C. ; ‘est-End Office, 
‘Some 


JOHN GERMAN, SON, & BEVEN, 








EDE AND SON, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &e. 





ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


and Olerke of the Peace, 
Corporation diodes, University and Clergy Gowns* 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


9 OBANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


oe ae” 








704 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. Aug. 7, 1899. 
SALSs BY AUCTION FOR THE YEAR 1607. | SALE DAYS FOR THE YEAR 1907. FORTHCOMING SALES FOR THE YEAR ia07, 
| MESSRS. _ E. & H. LUMLEY (Lamleys, of 
EBENHAM, TEWSON, FARMER, & [ABE BREACH, GALSWORTEY, & ¢ a yl We ean s Pheting DAYS OF 
D BRIDGEWATER that the undernentionsl Gates have beea faed for thelr AUG Sage eo reat D hapa! vid gh ee ae - 
beg to announce that their SALES of ESTATES, Invest- Bj gee Goprhold, and bony bs BH eh on aoplicaion. 
y, Nov 


ments, Town, Suburban, and Country Houses, Business | 47 tion Mart. Tokenhouse yard, E.C. Tuceley, Aue.-10. 
Building Land, Ground-Rents, , Advowsons, Re- Other appointments for intermediate Sales will also be eater Oct 19 19. | Tuesday, Dec. 14. 

















other be 
OC hg mad ear LY, 
i . _ , uw overben 
Bank of England, in the City o ndon, as follows: Thueday’ =, T y> their Bales, will include tes in Eng 
Tuesday, August 10 Tuesday, November 2 Thursday, October 21 Thursday, we ad is and Scotland, Town and x Conntey Properties, Grooad : 
Tuesday, August 17 Tuesday, November 16 Thursday, November 11 Thursday, December 30 | Reversions, Gas and Water Shares, Stocks, &c. In 
Tuesday, October 12 Tuesday, November 23 . where "Property is to be included, ample notice she 
1 y, October 26 Tuesday, December 7 Messrs. Farebrother, Ellis & Co. publish in the | given in order to ensure due publicity.—St. James's H 
advertisement columns cf ‘* The —» 4 F pam: ng Saturday | 22, St. James’s-street_ 8. W. 
By arrangement, auctions can also be held on other 4g list of their forthcoming Salos They 
days, in town orcountry. Messrs. Debenham, Tewson, cso ine frm time to time schedules of sgeedionte Sal MESSRS STIMSON & SONG 
Farmer, & Bridgewater undertake Sales and Valuations or sold, com landed and pacihondiel ania estates, farms, : 
for Probate and other sapee, of Furniture, Pictures, | freehold an: wareh Auctioneers, Surveyors, and Valuers, 
Farming Stock, Timber, & | panes aes Sy Land, H and Estate Agents, 
aay Ay 5 oF Shope, and Business Pre * E.C. MOORGATE STREET, BANK, B.C. 
d by private contract are my on ne welt on 
each month, and can be obtain AUCTION SALES. AD, 8.E. 
Debenham, Tewson, Farmer, & a ag Batate Agents : (Onnpeaite the Rlechont cmt Gxatie), 
a ’ | M{FSSES. FIELD & SONS’ AUCTIONS | 4 ycTION SALES are held at the Math 
take place MONTHLY, at the MART, and include T City, on the second and igs 
PERIODICAL SALES. | every description of House Property. Printed terms can —o and on other days as 
| be had on application at their Offices. Messrs, Field & | ™#Y req 
ESTABLISHED 1843. STIMSON ‘8 undertak eSALES and LETT 
| Sons undertake surveys of all kinds, and give special |, "ChivaTE TREATY Valuations, Surveys, Ne 
ESSRS. H. E. a oe Ca) sontact attention to Rating and Compensation Claims. Offices, b £ Receiverships in Chancery, References 
successors to Marsh ner, 0.) conduc | 54 Bo h h-street, and 88, -tane, W.C. Arbitrations, the on oery of Com tion and oth 
eee Sot net ee ohms "gaa aa pet ta 
each mon ou! e Rie a C. oO q 
of JV =SSB8. HERRING, SON, & DAW, | for Sale, and Houses, &c., to be Let, are 




















al 





the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C & ; » Premniocs, fo be. 
Absolute and Contingent), AUCTIONEERS, ESTATE AGENTS, VALUERS, | at tre by pot for for two stars ae ape te 
Sanitary and Mortgage Surveyors, Telegraphic address, Servabo, London. 


and ANNUITIES, 
Debts wand B Bonds, and ¢, IRONMONGES LAWS, CHRAPHIES, 5.6., ULLER, HORSEY, SONS, & CASSE 
Kindved Interests 308, BRIXTON HILL, 8.W., and 
7 ll, BILLITER SQUARE, LONDON, E.C. 
of Estates, Town and Country Houses, Building 117, WESTERN ROAD, BRIGHTON. (Established 1773.) | Established 1907 % 
vestments, Ground Rents, Business Premises, &c., aa ; gs 
be held on the THIRD WEDNESDAY in every | AUCTIONEERS, VALUERS, AND SURVEYORS 
4 Dates fr: 1897 :— i ESSRS. H. GROGAN & CO., 101, Park- | or $ 
Aug Oat 16 ag a mee. . street, Grosvenor-square, beg to call the attention of ' MILLS AND MANUFACTORIES, ey 
Aug. ip ~~ k Be me intending Purchasers to the many attractive West-End | PLANT AND MACHINERY 
Houses which they have for Sale. Particulars on applica* | WHARVES AND WAREHOUSES. 


Bept. is | Oct. 21 
Offices; 6, Poultry, London, E.C. Telephone No. 999 Bank. | tion. Surveys and Valuations-attended to. Telegraphic Address—“ Futien, Hoxszy, Loxpox.” 














THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNA 


THE ORGAN OF BOTH BRANCHES OF THE LEGAL PROFESSION. 
Established 1857. Published every Friday. Price 64d. 
The First Number of Volume XLI. published October 31st, 1896. 





Of the general contents of the Jounnat the following statement will afford some idea :— 


CURRENT TOPICS—LEADING ARTICLES—REPORTS OF CASES OF THE WEEK (furnished by Barristers in the various Courtil 
NEW LAW BOOKS—CORRESPONDENCE ON MATTERS OF PROFESSIONAL INTEREST—NEW RU 


—REVIEWS OF 
AND ORDERS, WITH EXPLANATIONS OF THEIR EFFECT — PENDING LEGISLATION — LEGISLATION OF A] 
YEAR—APPOINTMENTS AND OBITUARY — REPORTS OF MEETINGS AND» PROCEEDINGS OF LAW SOCIETIES 


A careful Summary is given of all the Legal News of the week, and oe a attention is bestowed on furnishing early copies of all New Ru 
Orders and Court Papers. 


To =E WEE RL DW REPORTER. 
Established 1852. Published every Friday. Price 6d. 


The Wzexty Reroxrer contains full reports of the facts, arguments, and judgments in all the important cases decided in the House | 
Lords, the Privy Council, the Court of Appeal, each of the Divisions of the High Court, and the Court’ of Bankruptcy. Every effort is made’ 
the reports as ily after the decision of a case as possible. Subscribers to the Weexiy Rerorrer receive a copy of the Anni 


» and a copy of the important statutes of the year. 
The First Number of Volume XLV. published October 31st, 1896. 


ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTIONS, WHICH MUST BE PAID IN ADVANCE: 


SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL and eer REPORTER, in wrapper 53s., post-free (53 
1896-7), Single Number, 

SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL ONLY, 26s. ed Country, 28s. 6d.; Foreign, 3ls.; Single Number, é 

WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 26s. 6d. ; ; Country or Foreign, 28s. 6d.; Single Number, € 


ORDEHR FORM 


Please send the Soticrrors’ JouRNAL and WEEKLY Reporrer from —__ 
until countermanded. I enclose cheque jor , my Subscription 
Vas 
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27, Onanorry Lanz, Lonpon, W.O. 








